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very small point. General Houston himself, 
with a sharp knife and a pretty piece of cedar, 
and his acknowledged skill in such matters, could 
not whittle it closer. (Laughter.] One gentle- 
man rises and asks if he has the floor; and 
another gentleman objects to this mode of pro- 
ceeding; but no gentleman rises and says that he 
is satisfied, beyond a reasonable doubt, of the 


guilt of this party. There may be vague sus- | 
picions resting upon the party; but who that has | 


any regard for his own character, who that has a 


knowledge of human nature, who that knows | 


man in his frailty, willecondemn a man to infamy 
from mere suspicions ? 

We are not to judge of a man by the rule of 
perfection! Who is perfect? Who is free from 
suspicion? Whoever answets ‘‘I am perfect,”’ 
condemns himself. There is none perfect except 
the long-faced kin of that immaculate old man in 


the Testament, who, with a long robe on, stood || 


up at the corners of the streets and thanked God 
that he was not like other men. [Laughter.] The 
question in this case is not, is this man perfect : 
but is he guilty? The great question which is 
propounded to all jurors who are sworn to decide 


according to the evidence, is, are you satisfied be- | 


yond the existence of a reasonable doubt that this 
man is guilty? Ifso,then pronounce that verdict. 
If you have a reasonable doubt, then he is entitled 
to it. 

But, sir, I rose simply to protest against this 


ere of the rules of evidence, as presented | 


y my honorable colleague. I protest against the 


eee being sanctioned here that a man shall | 


e crushed upon suspicion, against the exercise 
of the time-honored rules of evidence. But why 
do I press these technical rules? I am willing to 
admit the difficulty of enforcing them here; but 
there is no difficulty at all in following the great 
rule— not to convict until you are satisfied of 

uilt. 


expel itsown members. The word ‘‘ trial’’ carries 
with it the idea of clear investigation. 
judge is impeached, the House of Representatives 
has to find the bill of impeachment, and the Sen- 
ate has to try the judge, under the most solemn 
forms and ceremonies, and it requires two thirds 
of the Senate to convict. These formalities are 
not required in the case of an impeached member 
—and I refer to them only to enforce the sugges- 


tion that, in the absence of these prescribed forms, | 
as the character of a member of Congress, and all | 


that pertains to him, is as sacred as a judge, the 
mpre solemn is the duty of Congress to give the 
inculpated member all chances that in more 
formal tribunals are secred to a judge. 


Sir, perhaps I have already said too much. I | 


have spoken long upon the bare interpretation of 
words. I will tax the patience of the House but 
a moment. 


Suspicion in some shape or other is inseparable | 
It is so inter- | 
woven with the mysterious action of the brain that | 


from the human understanding. 


all men are more or less swayed by it. The mis- 
fortyne is, that, as some men are constituted, sus- 
picion assumes the shape of certainty, for the 
mind loves to leap ata conclusion; and thousands 
in all ages of the world have fallen the innocent 
victims of suspicion. I know nothing that tends 
80 to degrade the human mind as suspicion. 

But as the presence of suspicion in some minds 


is an evidence of weakness and vacillation, so | 
the absence of it in others indicates a noble na- | 


ture. What is so glorious as the unshaken con- 
fidence of a friend ? 


The hero sent for his physician, and said to him, 
as he held the mixture in his hand: ‘ Philip, they 
say that you have prepared poison for your King. 
will drink it!’? and so swallowed the draught. 

here, sir, you see the solid adamant of an un- 
Suspicious mind. To me, there is nothing in 
the battles of Alexander in greatness or glory 
at all equal to the heroic fortitude displayed in 
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When a | 


Take one example: when | 
Alexander was sick, his physician mixed a potion | 
for him. The King was admonished to beware | 
of Philip, for that the dose might be poison. | 
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| this simple incident. When ages become so old 
'| hereafter, and the history of thé world ‘so vo- 
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| the witness—first, what did the witness suppose 


| luminous, that the whole career of Alexander shall |! 


| be compressed into a single page, and when the 
| names even of his battle-fields shall be forgotten, 
|| posterity will still cling to this story, which so 
strongly illustrates the glory of a constant and 
| unshaken mind. : 
Now, take a contrary example, in one said to 
| be of a ‘* noble nature;’’ one aie asa hero, 
‘*had done the state some service.’? Take the 
Moor of Venice, ** perplexed in the extreme,”’ 
_and listening, with ready and even greedy ear, 
to the slanderer, whose mysterious words stir up 
suspicion in his heart: ‘* Beware of Cassio.’’ Be- 
wildered and blinded by the vague hints and whis- 
eee innuendoes of a pretended friend, this noble 
Moor, as he is falsely called, goes about foaming 
at the mouth, gnawing his lips, tearing his hair, 
and beating his breast, all for suspicion! And, 
sir, howa thing of darkness will grow in the dark! 
What can swell with the rapidity of a shadow 
exceptashadow itself? Froma hair, in an instant 
it will assume the dimensions of a mountain, as 
in the case to which I am referring; for we see 
this infatuated husband so lashed into insanity 
itself, that suspicion swelled into certainty by the 
accidental location of a pocket-handkerchief! and 
the gentle Desdemona, the chaste, the beautiful, 
the loving, is smothered—on suspicion. And the 
| misguided husband, when it was too late, discov- 
ered that, like the base Judean, ‘* he had thrown 
away a pearl richer than all his tribe.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I 
beg the attention Of the House and their indul- 
gence, after this very protracted session, to a plain 
statement of what the committee supposed to be 
the evidence upon which they have reported the 
resolutions relative to Mr. Welch. I shall not 
follow at all the various remarks that have been 


|| made relative to the conduct of the committee, 
The House, it is true, has a right to try and | 





nor do I feel myself under the slightest necessity 
of putting in any plea in their behalf. I am dis- 
charging now, at the end of this proceeding, the 
same disagreeable duty that 1 assumed when I 
was placed upon the committee; and I now close 
this discussion in exactly the same unrufiled spirit 
with which, like the other gentlemen on the com- 
mittee, l accepted the charge. I think the gentle- 
men who have discussed the evidence have not 
dealt with it on those principles on which it would 
have been dealt with in a court of justice, and I 
think that the arguments which have been ad- 
dressed to the House will, unless the real bearing 
of the evidence shall be pointed out, lead the 
House to a conclusion which hereafter it, or its 
successors, may have occasivun to regret. 

As I said two nights ago, I argue no decided 
questions. A point has been decided to-day which 
relieves me from an argument. The vote of this 
House upon the case of the Hon. Mr. Matteson, 
of New York, has disposed of the whole contest 
pressed before this House a few daysago. We 
are therefore now before the House free from 
every suggestion that the evidence has been irreg- 
ularly taken; that the evidence reported to the 
House is not fit to found a judgment on, or that 
the committee has exceeded its jurisdiction, or re- 
ceived illegal and incompetent testimony, to smite 
down the character of any man upon this floor. 
These things have been decided by the House 
in the case of Mr. Matteson, and therefore I now 
have here nothing to do but to call the attention 
of the House to a brief summary of what I sup- 
pose to be the real evidence in this case. Every 
species of assault has been made upon this evi- 
dence; yet there is the testimony of a witness here, 
to one distinct fact relative to the point now in 
question, whose evidence has this day driven one 
member to a resignation, because it was perfectly 
certain what would be the judgment of this House 
upon that very evidence; and that very evidence 
is the preliminary step in the investigation that 
the House will now engage in. It is the starting 
point in this investigation. 

There remains, then, nothing except the ordi- 
nary questions in a court of law with reference to 
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that he stated; next, was his means of informa- 
tion adequate to enable him to know the facts that 
he supposed he stated; and, third, is the char- 
acter of that witness unimpeached? If any one 
of these ordinary tests shall be found to fail, then 
the gentleman now in question is entitled to no 
withdrawal of this report in behalf of the com- 
mittee, but he is entitled to the unanimous verdict 
of this House, that his character is absolutely 
without stain. If the House think the evidence, 
while true, is deficient in details and particulars, 
the House will give those circumstances such 
weight as they think proper. It left no doubt on 
the minds of the committee of Mr. Welch's com- 
plicity, and they therefore felt bound to report 
the resolutions. Who is Mr. Triplett? Of Sian 
I know nothing, save what I get from his de- 
meanor before the committee, and from the testi- 
mony given in this House by two distinguished 
gentlemen, excepting that the statement of Mr. 
Welch shows that he is a person whose society 
Mr. Welch did not discard, that he is a person in 
whose concerns Mr. Welch took an interest, that 
with him he conversed relative to the matter 
which was the subject of the corrupt contract 
with Mr. Gilbert; and therefore we have, to that 
extent, the confession of the party that there was 
intercourse between them, and conversation be- 
tween them relative to the main fact here in con- 
troversy. Everything, therefore, that Mr. Trip- 
lett states relative to the fact of conversations 
stands corroborated by the statement of the hon- 
orable member himself. All that remains to be 
ascertained is, what does he state to have passed 
in those conversations, and, when we have ascer- 
tained what has passed, is it worthy of credence, 
and dees it show criminal! conduct? 

Was Triplett, first of all, a swift witness? 
The obliterated clauses of the proceedings of the 
committee read by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
SranTon,] sufficiently show that the committee 
commenced the investigation in entire ignorance 
of the existence of this witness—that their atten- 
tion was called to him by another person; ‘and 
there is nothing to show, and there is no reason 
to believe, that there was any the slightest com- 
plicity between Simonton and the witness in ques- 
tion. He therefore did not volunteer his testi- 
mony, and there is nothing to show that he asked 
Simonton to point to his testimony. 

What was the manner in which he gave his 
evidence? I say, that so far from being of the 
suspicious character that gentlemen have repre- 
sented, the very parts that they have pointed to 
as indicating suspicion are the plain marks of a 
witness who was conscious that he had been en- 
gaged inatransaction which he ought not to have 
touched, that he had been engaged in an attempt 
to bribe a member of this House, and that he felt 
that whatever might be the effect of his evidence 
relative to the gentleman to whom he referred, it 
must leave something of a tinge upon his own 
character, and therefore he testified with that re- 
luctance which any man will exhibit when tho 
facts that he states, while striking down the man 
against whom he testifies, will recoil on himself 
to a greater or Jess extent. 

Was there any ill-feeling between the witness 
and the honorable member from Connecticut? On 
the contrary, the statement of the honorable mem- 
ber is, that their relations had been these: that he 
was laboring strenuously toyprocure the passage 
of a resolution in this House to confer a great and 
coveted pecuniary benefit upon the witness. That 
was not calculated to create unkindness. There 
is no reason to suppose that there had ever been 
the slightest difference between them. The failure 
of the effort was not a ground for any ill-feeling. 
So that the witness stands before us corroborated 
by those two strongest elements of all testimony 
—a kindly feeling for the man who was willing, 
even at the expense of his own character, to do 
him a service, and the other and stronger induce- 
ment to a& witness, that what he stated redounded 
to hisown discredit. Has any circumstance here 
been indicated which in the slightest degree lessens 
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form in the case.”” tor the labors which Ssisenocbontadee reference to everythin pee been examined with Tn 
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facts and circumstances thickening upon_him, as 
he reflected upon it, the witness comes back, as 
an honest witness always does, and none but an 
honest witness would have done, to state more | 
than he stated in the first instance, and to give 
particulars of conversation which, in the first in- 





stance, he could not recollect, 

Now, sir, did Triplett invent the statement 
whick he then made? Ifhe did, why was there not 
more of detail and circumstanuality? Why does 
jt not bear directly and fully on every conceivable 

oint and question that could be raised? I sub- 
mit that the shape of the testimony shows that 
the party really had recollected what he now came 
forward to state, and that was: 

«Upon further reflection, I recollect ¢gnversations and 
facts which put it beyond a doubt,in my mind, that the 
member of whom I spoke expected to receive a portion of 
the contract about which I have been speaking. 

“ By Mr. Orr.—Will you state any of these facts, or your 
recollection of the conversations to which you referred ? 

‘«< Witness.—As I stated yesterday, we had conversations 
about it, the tenor of which was based upon the idea of his 
receiving part of it; and I recollect” — 

Is that the language of ingention or not? Is 
that the language of impression, or is it admissi- || 
ble in a court of justice or not? 
—‘and [recollect that on one occasion he asked me, in the 
event of their having to distribute more money than they 
contemplated, whether [ would not do what was right, or 
something of that sort.” 

Sir, unless the Mouse can disbelieve the state- 
ments of the witness Triplett, they must pass | 
upon the effect and meaning of that evidence. || 
They must either say that this fact being estab- | 
lished by a witness who is to be believed, the 
thing that he there states is not ag 4 for the 
House to act upon, or else they do not believe 
the testimgny of the witness. And then, if gen- 
tlemen are tender of character, I beg them to re- 
flect that there are two characters involved in this | 
case; and that the character of the witness is as 
dear to him, and is as much entitled to the con- 
sideration of the House, as is the character of the 
member. It is not, therefore, a fair question 

whether they will allow the member to go free 

Mr. KING. I desire to ask the gentler.an 
from Maryland a question for information in re- 
gard to one paragraph. I understand that the 
argument of the gentleman from Maryland places || 
Mr. Welch and Mr. Triplett on the same footing 
in regard to standing and credibility in relation to | 
this transaction. Is that so? | 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. No, sir. 

Mr. KING. Well, I understand that they are 
accomplices. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
anything but a 














I cannot yield for | 
uestion. | 
fr. KING. ell, I wish to ask the gentle- || 
man a question. On the thirteenth page of the | 
report, in relation to Dr. Welch, the gentleman 

uses this language: 

“The committee do not think they can regard the testi- 
mony of Mr. Gilbert as entitled to outweigh the testimony || 
of a disinterested witness ; Mr. Gilbert appears before 

} 





wr, mC jane in the capaciffof an accomplice with Mr. 
elch.”” 

My understanding is that Triplett and Gilbert 
were both accomplices alike. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Certainly, sir, they 
are both accomplices; but I presume that one was | 
interested in the proceedings of this House, and 
the other was not interested; that Triplett was 
testifying against his interest to facts not credit- | 
able to him, and Mr, Gilbert being on trial, was | 
called to deny that he was guilty. Mr. Gilbert | 
was directly interested to say what he did say, | 
and Mr, Triplett was directly interested to con- 
ceal and deny what he did say. 

Mr. KING. One question. 

Mr.SAVAGE., I object to these interruptions. 
een DAVE, of Maryland. I decline further 

o yield. 

Mr. Speaker, this is about all I have to say 
relative to this case, exceptirfg this one other ob- 
servation. I rose merely to sum up the evidence 
and to show what the witness thought he stated; 
what the witness had the material to know; that 
there was no mark of a willing witness about 
him; that there was no volunteering of evidence; 
and that there was no cunflict in his statements. 
I now desire to make the final remark upon the 
case against the gentleman from Connecticut; and 
itis, that when he was called before the commit- 
tee he declined to meet the witness; to sift him by 
Cross-eXamination; to compel him to say what he |! 

e 











his failing recollection as to the real conversations 
which the party implicated admits took place 
between them; to give the witness the benefit of 
his suggestions; to get himself the benefit of 


n 


did know and what he did not know; to refresh | 
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_ Here the other witness, Triplett, being asked, 
(interrogatory 9th,) on his first examination, 
* Have you been brought in contact with any member in 








| that connection—a corrupt bargain?” 


suggesting to the witness all the surrounding cir- || 
cumstances, so that he might remove, if possible, | 


from the mind of the witness, the clear and dis- 
tinct impressionwhich his conduct had left upon 
the mind of the witness that he was implicated in 
the transaction; that he did know of the arrange- 


ment with Gilbert, and was to receive benefit || 


under it; that he was calculating on the passage 
of the resolution, and hoping for pecumiary re- 
wards. 


circumstances, is a distinct admission of the cor- 
rectness of everything which the witness has 
said, so far as an 


sibly vary it. We have, therefore, the witness 


_able member that he should not be cross-exam- || 
ined; and under these circumstances it will not 


| before the House, with the consent of the honor- 


do to make any suggestion of an ex parte proceed- 


ing, Or a secret tribunal, or an inquisitorial pro- 


ceeding, or any other of the wild and loose sug- | 
gestions that have been cast out by gentlemen in | 


the course of this discussion. The question comes 
down to the House: Do they or do they not be- 


| lieve the witness, Triplett, to have stated what 
| he supposed to be true? 


Do they or do they not 


| believe that he did recollect the terms of this last 


conversation? And if they do believe it, is ita 
transaction which they can tolerate in a member 
of this House? Beyond that I have no remark 
to make. 

Mr. WELCH. 
the resolutions before the House, based upon tes- 
timony submitted to it by the investigating com- 
mittee for consideration, is one of deep interest 
to myself, permit me to say itis not devoid of 
interest to each of my fellow-members here. 

The decision of the question under considera- 


| tion, as a careful examination of the testifhony 
| will prove, affects not myself only, but involves 
| in the highest degree the honor and usefulness of 
| this body, its just title to the confidence of the 


people, its name and character in the face of the 
world; nay more, sir, to some extent it affects 


the great doctrine of popular and democratic | 


government itself; since, if the testimony re- 
ported by the committee be true, as believed by 
them, it must follow that all reliance upon the 
virtue and intelligence of the people is but vain; 
that no substantial presumption in favor of their 
Representatives is to be founded upon it; that he 
who comes here, from whatever quarter of the 


He answers: 
“T have. There is nobody, I suppose, who knows the 


| organization of Congress, who expects to carry anyunog 
| through it merely from love of justice.’ 


By Mr. Orr.—(Interrogatory 16th:) 
“Ts that the general reputation of Congress ?"? 
Answer: 

“Tt is the general reputation of Congress." 


Mr. Speaker, is this charge true? Upon the 


' | testimony of these witnesses it is asserted as a 
Sir, the failure to cross-examine, under these | 


country, sustained& by the persons who surround | 


his home, who have been the witnesses of his 
daily life, who have tried and proved him, and 
who present in his person the chosen represent- 
ative of their political existence; that he who so 
comes is covered with no shield sufficient to ward 
off the first attack of the calumniator, however 
vague, improbable, and contradictory may be the 
statements upon which it is based. 


Sir, 1 am to defend myself, it seems, against 


certain portions of the testimony of two witnesses 
who have been examined before the committee, 
and who have used my name in connection with 
alleged corrupt arrangements for influencing the 
action of this House. The same witnesses, if 
they establish any ground for suspicion against 


me, do not less impeach the honor and character || 


of the members of this House generally. They 


reputation of Congress, and the common under- 
standing among those who have claims before it, 
that such claims, however just and undeniable, 


are carried not at all upon their merits, but always | 


by improper motives of pecuniary interest in the 
members of this House. 
Hear the chief witness, Sweeney, in answer to 


ination. When he is asked to state the circum- 
stances which led him to entertain the impression 
that there may have been other members, besides 
the one he had mentioned, (not myself,) inter- 
ested, he answers: 

*¢ It may have been from common rumor. Itis the com- 


mon talk that members of Congress do huve an interest in 
every measure before them.” 


fact, with as much confidence as any other fact— 
indeed, with more directness, and without qualifi- 


|| cation, 
cross-examination could pos- || 


The honorable member of that committee 
knew,as every member of this House knows, that 
that assertion, under oath, was grossly false and 
calumnious. It-was evidently iteuedl fn a spirit 


| of wholesale slander, or else what honorable man 


would join himself to a body to be identified with 
which would be to come under the taint of a com- 
mon and general reputation of trafficking basely 
with a high and honorable trust. Is the slander 
to be indorsed and admitted by this House? Is 


| it to go forth to the country as proven by tice 
| credible witnesses, thut such is the general repu- 


tation of Congress? 
But is it proven, Mr. Speaker, that such is the 


| general reputation of Congress? General repu- 
| tation is itself a fact, and a most weighty and 
| significant fact. It presupposes the existence ofan 
| indefinite number of particular facts. If these wit- 


If the question involved in || 


nesses are to be believed, then this fact—this damn- 


| ing fact is established before the American people, 


and in the eyes of the civilized world, against this 


| body as awhole—a fact touching not merely the 
| character of one or two, or any inconsiderable 
| number of members, but impeaching the action 


of the House as a body, tainting its very vitals, and 
affecting with a just suspicion its whole action 
and organization. It is impossible to escape the 
conclusion, if this testimony is to be indorsed 
by this House. It goes forth, not solely to cast 
suspicion upon one or two individual members, 
but by the confession of the House itself, if any 
action be taken upon it as true, it is proclaimed 


| to the country and the world that the body itself, 


as a body, has acquired a ** general reputation ’’— 
that its ** organization”’ (to use the very language 
of the witness) is such that no measuré can be 


| carried for justice’s sake, but only through cor- 
| rupt bargains with a majority of its members. 


Sir, if the House itself accepts as true such evi- 
dence, the impeachment of its character is rati- 
fied. 

I am justified then, sir, in saying the question 
before the [louse concerns every member; and I 
confess, when | was furnished witha copy of the 
testimony of these witnesses, and with increasing 
amazement perused its details, itdid notenter my 
mind that the honorable members of the committee 
could possibly have entertained a serious doubt 
as to the disposition which they ought to make 
of such wholesale calumny. At most it seemed 
that all that could be required of me, when, after 
these gencral charges against Congress, tlie wit- 
ness was pressed and compelled to justify himself 
by giving the name of some member in particular, 
and when at length, under circumstances | shail 
presently more particularly notice, he gave my 


| name—it seemed that all that could be required of 
scatter far and wide and indiscriminately the || 
charge of common corruption against this body. | 
They affirm, under oath, that it is the general | 


me was a full declaration upon oath touching the 
facts with which my name had been so connected. 
lt seemed to me, as I still hold and maintain, that 


| if a committee of this House receives as true the 
| testmony of a witness not a member of the 


House touching the import of an alleged private 
conversation between he witness and a member 
only, common justice, common prudence, a com- 
mon regard to the honor of the House, and to the 


| character of particular members, would require 
the thirty-eight interrogatory at the first exam- || 


that the oath of the mtmber, the only other per- 
son present at the supposed interview, should be 
received and taken with at least equal presump- 
tions of truth as those which attended the testi- 
mony of the other witness. Upon what grounds, 
I ask, should it not be? I was not on trial before 
that committee. It was a committee of general in- 
vestigation only, toascertain if there were grounds 


\| for action by the House to remedy an alleged 
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evil, touching the integrity of the House. No || the House as if it was incorporated in the rules | 
ehesve had been made against me any more than || themselves. 


against any other member of the House. The 
committee had no right to summon before or | 

erson except in the character of a witness, f | 
it had, | demand to see the authority. Its or- 
dinary power to send for persons and papers can- | 
not, cither by the terms in which it is conferred 
or parhamentary law, be interpreted to mean any- 
thing more than a power to call persons before 
them as witnesses, and to require the production 
of papers as evidence. 

I appeared, therefore, before that committee as 


a witness; | was sworn as a witness; and | de- |, the most eminent men of the Republic. 


mand it shall be treated and received by the House 


as the testimony of a witness before the commit- | 


| 


tee, not to be distinguished from the testimony of || of Mr. Gilbert, in my case, to which I shall also | 
any other witness, but to be weighed and acted || appeal, must be taken, not in the light of a plea ef | 


1} 


upon according to the degree of credence to which 
the witness is entitled. Any other view of the 


matter would involve a gross violation of my con- || and weighed against the testimony with which it 


stitutional right. Was on trial before that com- | 


mittee, then, by the terms of the Constitution, I || ings of the committee into a monstrous incon- | 
had the right which neither this House nor the |, sistency, and a gross constitutional wrong. 


committee could take from me, to be confronted 





| 


| 
| 


| 








** The case is first to be laid before the House, that it may 
judge of the fact and the grounds of the accusation, and | 
how far the manner of the trial may concern their privi- 
leges,”’ (even in cases of felony.)—Jefferson’s Manual, p. 57. | 

** Whenever, on any public inquiry, matter comes out |) 
that may affect the person of a member, it is the practice | 
immediately to acquaint the House, that they may know 
the reasons for such proceeding, and take such steps as they | 
think proper.’’—Jefferson’s Manual, p. 58. 


The same rule and practice has been advanced || 
and sustafned by John Quincy Adams, by Mil- | 
lard Fillmoré, by Mr. Legaré, and by many of 
Bat 1) 
now refer to it, simply for the purpose of estab- | 
lishing that the testimony given by myselfand that 


not guilty by an accused party, but as legal and | 
competent evidence of witnesses to be received, | 
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conflicts. ‘TTodeny this is to convert the proceed- | 


| 
| 


On the other hand, if it be admitted, it follows, 


with the witnesses against me. But, sir, not one || from an examination of the testimony, that all | 
syllable of that evidence was uttered by the || the material facts alleged by two witnesses affect- 
witnesses in my presence, nor was it possible || Ing me are contradicted by two witnesses; the | 


for me to be present, since I was ignorant that 
any proceeding was on foot which could by 


latter being members of this House, not accused | 
or assailed in respect to any other transaction of | 


possibility affect me in my character or my || their lives. lam called to represent here a people 

| of high and sturdy integrity; a people as intelli- | 

| gent as they are honest; a people oe to | 
e. 


rights. : 
Here, in a secret'chamber in the Capitol, wit- 
nesses are examined day after day, discharged, 


permitted to confer with each other, to return, | 


and correct and amend their testimony time and 


rebuke vice, and to honor virtu claim no | 
favor on this ground, but ask if there be nothing 
in this to entitle me to the common eredit due the 


again, to fix an odious and ingnominious charge || humblost witness in a court of justice, whose 


upon a Representative of the people, tending, per- 


| character has never before been assailed ? 


Sir, | 


haps, toaflecthis rights upon this floor; and yetall || the topic itself is humiliating, but thus much I | 


the time he whose private rights and public duty | felt bound to say. 
are thus vitally concerned is kept in perfect igno- || 


rance that he is on trial, 
testimony thus taken ex parte and in secret is after- | 
wards exhibited to the aceused party? Is thia | 
to confront him with the witnesses against him? | 


Of what avail is it, that || is one of peculiar embarrassment. 


| of its members. 


4 
Mr. Speaker, the position which I now occupy | 


The select | 
committee have presented to this House grave 

charges against the honor and reputation of four | 
The committee themselves deny 


The common sense of the country would revolt |) that we have been in any degree on trial before 


at such an assertion. 


|| them, and atrialin one instance before the House 


° ane ° i} . } 
Who is so blind to the system and operation || has been demanded, as the right of the party 


of the common law that he would not exclaim, || accused, 


**As well might you produce before atrial jury the || ' 
accusation made secretly in the grand jury room, || but one course upon the = of parties thus to | 
n 


eall it evidence upon his trial, and tell him the 
with the witnesses ?”’ 


this testimony is to be used against me, it was of | 

the utmost importance that I should have been 
resent at the time and place it was delivered ? 
Jad I nota rightto see and hear the manner and 

tone of the witness in giving his evidence. Is 


| be pronounced upon wit 
Constitution is satisfied, and he is now confronted i} immediate severance of their connection with this 
i] 


Will any member of this House deny that, if |) decisive vote by which it has acquitted the mem- 


j 


i 
j 


there a lawyer here or a man who would not say || 


that, upon a criminal trial, the cross-examination 
in nine cases out of ten would prove utterly worth- 
less without this advantage? Was it not this, 
and like considerations, that led to the incorpora- 
tion into the Constitation itself of the peremptory 
injunction that the accused shall be confronted 
with the witnesses against him? And how con- | 
fronted? Plainly, in the very act of giving tes- 
timony. It is to say, in other words, I take it, 
that nothing shall be used as testimony against 
him but that which shall be delivered in his pres- 
ence, or at such time and place as he is notified 
to be present. 

In no sense, then, can the proceedings before 
that committee be called a trial, or be otherwise 
designated so as to place me before it in the atti- 
tude of a party, but only asa witness. This view 
of the case is sustained by the rule of the Manual, 
which is the law of the House. 

I read from the Manual, page 66, and rule 139, | 
adopting it: 

*Whea a committee is charged with an inquiry, if a 
member prove to be involved, they cannot proceed against | 
him, but must make a special report tothe House ; where- 
upon the member is heard in his place, or at the bar, or a 


special autherity is given to the committee to inquire con- 
cerning him.?’—9 > P- 523. 

* 139. The rules of pa: ae practice, comprised in 
Jefferson's Manual, shall govern the House in all cases to 
which they are applicable, and in which they are not in- 
consistent with the oy and Orders of the House, 
and the Joint Rules of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives.’’—September 15, 1837. 


This rule from the Manual is thus adopted by 
rule 139, and is as much a part of the rules of 


—————————————————— 


| against the irregularity and injustice of these pro- 


1, Sir, that right has been denied; and | 
a just indignation at such denial would dictate | 


out trial—that of an 


body. 





dut, sir, this House has already, in the 


ber implicated by the same witnesses who have | 


testified against me, branded the testimony of | 
| 


those witnesses as false; and, sir, still protesting 


ceedings against me, conscious of my own integ- 
rity, Lam unwilling to admit, even by the remotest | 
inference, the possibility of guilt, by following the 





| course of those who have preceded me in resign- 
ing my seat in this body, before a verdict shall 


| be remarked, that in so far as they attempt to im- 


i! 
} 
| 


Sclnesenan anne 


be pronounced upon me by the House; and I shall 

submit my case upon this ex parte evidence, after | 
having analyzed as closely as the time allotted me 

will permit, the character of that evidence. Con- 

fident that the evidence on record against me can 

admit of but one construction before a body of 

unprejudiced men, anxious only to do justice, I 

am ready to submit my case for the decision of 

the House. 

The first impression which will strike the mind 
of any fair and impartial mind upon the perusal 
of this testimony 1s, that it is characterized by a 
shuffling and prevaricating spirit, and that the 
witnesses contradict themselves repeatedly, and | 
are in direct and irreconcilable conflict with each 
other, with regard to the fundamental facts upon | 
which the accusation depends. And next, it will | 





plicate me it is in respect to measures in relation 
to which it is not pretended, even by these wit- 
nesses, that I ever received in point of fact, or at- 
tempted to receive, any pecuniary advantage what- | 
ever. ‘Take their testimony in its strongest light, | 
and concede to it the essential of credibility, and | 
it amounts to an accusation against me of — 
used expressions, which the witnesses interprete 


j 
| 
| 
‘ 





February 27, 

I'desire that these points may be considereg 
viz: that my accusers, the committee, have n¢ 
evidence to show, and no shadow of ground ty 
allege, that I have ever, in point of fact, given 
any vote for a corrupt consideration, or that | 
have ever received, directly or indirectly, jy 
virtue of my office as a member of this House 
any other advantage or benefit than such as they 
and all other members are entitled to receive by 
law; that neither of the witnesses pretends to haye 
had any corrupt understanding with me in respec; 
to any action by this House, but that only from 
certain language used, which they pretend to 
give, they inferred and conjectured that some 
other perso had made with me some such corrupt 
agreement, or.come to such corrupt understanding 
—and the committee have been prompt to indorsa 
the whole story, but have apparently enlarged jt 
into a charge of actual guilt, when the witnesses 
themselves do not charge me with any fact of 
corruption, but only with a supposed willingness 
to commit such an offense. 

It is due to the House, rather than necessary 
to the argument, tfat I should ask attention to 
this aspect of the case. You are called upon now 
not to pass upon a case of alleged consummated 
corruption or bribery, for none such is pretended, 
but upon a matter resting entirely in intention, 

I will not stop to consider how far such alleged 
intention is the subject of pungshment. I make 
no such point. But I desire to call attention to 
the distinction solely upon the credibility of the 
witnesses, and the duty of the House itself for 
the just protection of its members. Is it not evi- 
dent that if those who may find it advantageous 





| to get up a charge against members are relieved 


from any necessity of furnishing proof of a fact 
of actual corruption, it will be a théusandfold 
more easy to make, and to prove, such accusa- 
tions? Nay, will not the inducement to make 
false charges be greatly increased; for, if any 
man desire to attack a member of this House be- 
cause he has refused to urge a particular claim, 
or from any unjustifiable consideration, he will 


| see that the fact that the member has done nothing 


to advance the claim does not stand in the way of 
a charge that he corruptly agreed to advance it 
in a private conversation between him and the 
accused. 

These views seem to me to be entitled to con- 
sideration, not only as to the matter now before 
the House, but upon general principles necessary 
for the protection of every member. But if they 
be all disregarded, (important as they are,) it 
affects me nothing in the present inquiry. And 
for myself, I desire that so far as I am concerned, 
the onbs will do me the personal justice to be 

overned in its conclusions by a careful exam- 
ination of the testimony of the witnesses. If testi- 
mony taken out of my presence can be regarded, 
is at all to be considered, I maintain, as a princi- 
ple in any judicial proceeding, that such testimony 
cannot be taken to oy any person whatso- 
ever, in respect toany Offense whatsoever. | do 
not desire to avoid investigation into the charges 
brought against me; I desire and demand it, and 
am willing to be tried upon the accusations brought 
against me. 

My name is connected with the subject with 
which the committee have been charged only by 
two witnesses. The arch witness is Sweeney; the 
dupe of Sweeney and the other witness is Triplett. 
The whole fabric rests chiefly upon the testimouy 
of Sweeney. He, by his own evidence, as wel! 
as that of Triplett, was the recipient from Trip- 
lett of the right to receive the fund which it 1s 
alleged was to have been participated in by me. 
Triplett expressly denies, in his testimony, !° 
chief, having made any arrangement or come (0 
any understanding for influencing the vote of any 
member of this House. He assumes and sup- 
poses such an agreement or understanding was 
entered into by Sweeney. He declared that, 8° 
far as 1 am concerned, or Mr. Gilbert, he only 
inferred from the interest manifested in the suc- 
cess of the project, in conversation with him, and 
from what Sweeney had told him doubtless, thet 
Sweeney had entered into some corrupt engas® 
ment with Mr. Gilbert, and that I had an under 
standing with Mr. Gilbert. So that it all comes 


into evidence satisfactory to their minds, with || back to Sweeney. 


their foregone conclusions, that I was ready and 
willing to be bribed, or expected to share in some 
corrupt arrangement made by others. 


That Sweeney received from Mr. Triplett °° 
order for a portion of the expected fund cannot 
be doubted; that he represented to Triplett that 

. 
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aa ledged or agreed to be used among mem- 
it wt ner mee doubted. That he repre- 
eented. to Triplett that Mr. Gilbert had either 


acreed to participate in that fund or to distribute it | 
among members, seems equally clear. Of allthis 
Triplett expressly denies any personal knowl- 
edge. It all falls back upon Sweeney, and de- 
nends upon his credibility entirely when consid- 
ered independent of the testimony to rebut it. 
Now, the foundation of the whole matter is proven | 
to be utterly rotten and false. The testimony of | 
«ix witnesses, who have long known him, place 
him in the category of a discredited witness. 


oaths, say, that from his ane reputation they 
would not believe him on his oath. 

Independent of the contradictions that are ir- | 
reconcilable in the testimony of Sweeney, is it 
not enough that it is so discredited to make it 
the duty of the House, a duty to itself and to the 
country, as well as to the particular members | 
charged, to refuse to take action upon such testi- | 
mony. But more than this,you have the posi- 
tive testimony of the memb@r from New ‘York, 
{Mr. Gilbert,] unqualifiedly denying any such 
arrangement or understanding as is imputed to 
him; and if there was none with him, it follows 
from necessity there was none with me, since the | 
only pretense is that mine was subsidiary to his, | 
and made with hig. Butif this is all disregarded, 
will any man fail to perceive who reads the evi- 
dence of Sweeney and Triplett, in the body of 
the testimony, its own refutation? 

Take the witness Sweeney first, discredited by | 
testimony proving him unworthy of belief. The | 
fourth question was, ** Do you know of your own | 
knowledge, of any attempt of any member of | 
Congress to obtain compensation for votes given, 
or to be given, upon any measure now pending, 
or that has been pending during the present Con- 
gress?’? A question most distinct and searching, 
and that called directly for his admission or 
denial of his personal knowledge in the matter 
under investigation, and extending to any over- 
ture or act, or declaration of any sort whatever, 
by any member of Congress, implying a willing- 
ness to make a corrupt agreement for his vote. | 
The witness must have so understood it, and was | 
under oath to make full and perfect answers to 
all questions put to him, according to his knowl- 
edge. He shows by his answer he fully compre- 
hended the question. He says: ‘‘ I knowit from | 
hearsay.’? This is his whole answer. What | 
does it necessarily mean? It shows he understood 
the question to call for personal knowledge only, 
and that he understands the difference between 
personal knowledge and hearsay. And when he | 
answers that hé knows it from hearsay, it is un- | 
deniably, in the view of God and man, a denial 
that he knew it of his own personal knowledge; | 
and an assertion that he knows it from hearsay | 
only. And, yet in answer to the next question, he 
asserts, ** I know aca my own knowledge.”’ 

There is no pretens@s@f forgetfulness, or of | 
having his memory refreshed. It is the imme- 
diate and bold repetition of the same question, | 
which his answer already given demonstrates 
was fully comprehended by him. If a witness | 
willfully suppresses the truth, or gives an answer 
which, though literally true, is calculated and | 
intended to convey a false idea of the fact, he is 
willfully giving false testimony, and no moralist 
or lawyer will deny that such a one is a corrupt | 
and perjured witness. 

True, an unwilling witness, notwithstanding his 
previous suppression of the truth, or his equivo- 
cation when plied and pressed with questions | 
tending to establish the fact, nevertheless, at last 
may have the truth reluctantly extracted from him; 
but can any man place the witness, Swechey, in 
that category? hat pretense is there that.he is 
an unwilling witness? Is it not evident that he is 
a mere volunteer? 

. It is equally notorious, upon the proceedings 
efore the committee itself, that he has been ac- 
tively engaged as a sort of prosecutor in the busi- 
hess of drumming up witnesses as to whatsoever | 
Insignificant facts might appear to give color to 
the accusation. Nay, is it not most manifest, as 
will presently be more specially brought to the | 
notice of the House, that, while affectin great | 
reluctance to declare the pretended facts, c con- | 
Unually, throughout his examination, is most 
studious and 





Men of high character and disinterested, on their 
| 
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questions, even to the extent of plainly telling the || cult to see that the conversation can be so directed 


committee that he knows what they desire to | 
draw from him, and that he wishes only to have | 
the questions put into a little different shape, so as 
to give his evidence the appearance of being actu- || 
ally wrung from him by force of law. He then | 
proceeds, in answer to t eventh question, to | 
say: 
**T know of a case in whi ember agreed to get a | 


bill or project through the House for a certain amount of | 
money.”’ 






i 
It appears clearly from his evidence that the | 
member was Mr. Gilbert; that the bill, or pro- || 
ject, was for the purchase of Triplett’s book; | 
and yet he afterwards distinctly avers that he | 
never made any such arrangement with Mr. Gil- 
bert, or was cognizant of it; and Triplett makes 
a similar denial. He bases his whole testimony 
upon a paper which appears to have been exe- 
cuted by Triplett to him, directing the sum of 
$14,500 to be paid to him (Sweeney) out of the 
expected appropriation. He says, in answer to 
the twelfth question: ‘* [ hold a writing given me 
by Mr. Triplett for a certain sum of money; but 
there was some misunderstanding, as I under- | 
stood, as to whom the money was to be paid.”’ 
The writing itself purports to interest no other 
person but Sweeney, and was obtained a his 
solicitation. It is confirmative of the charge || 
against me only so far as it would be confirma- || 


' 
i] 
| 
| 


| a8 to produce the impression on the mind of the 


deceived claimant confirmatory of his represent- 
ations. The member, having no such thing in 
his mind, never perceives the false and sinisier 
interpretation wiich may be put upon expres- 
sions of interest in the claimant’s success, but 
which are actually induced by a sense of public 
duty, founded upon the claimant’s right. 

If, at a previous session, Sweeney had con- 
ceived the plot by which he expected to realize 
$14,500, how casy would it have been for him 
to have made the effort to victimize the honor- 
able member from South Carolina, [Mr. Onr;] 
for when Mr. Orr questions Triplett, he replies, 


| at once, as if Mr. Orr were familiar with the 
| case. 


He says: ‘I refer to that book matter of 
mine;’’ and, further on, he says, (p. 67:) ** It is 
within your recollection that, three or four years 
ago, I told you the circumstances at the time I 
came to you, and made a statement upon which 

ou voted for the resolution to purchase my 

ook.’? Now, if Sweeney had fixed upon the 
honorable member from South Carolina the same 
artful proceedings, he might have blasted his high « 
and honorable name. From the general réport 
of the committee, I infer, as a fact established to 


|| their satisfaction, that at this moment there are 


orders, similar to Sweeney’s, in the hands of vote 
| brokers, who have procured them from claimants 


tive of a charge against any other member of this || by similar contrivances; and who knows what 


House whom Sweeney might have named before | 
the committee. [ put it to the members of that 
committee if, when Sweeney was called upon to 
name the member referred to, he had named one of 
them, they would have been prompt to admit that | 
this paper—in which only Sweeney himself was | 
named—was proof against the member he might | 
have indicated. Certainly, if it is confirmatory 
proof against me, it would have been equally so 
against any other member of the House, and this 
shows it is no confirmation at all, because it is 
equally proof against any member of the House, | 
as itis against other members, and therefore it is 
no proof against any member in particular. 

The witness Sweeney proceeds forthwith, with- 
eut any appearance of reluctance whatever, to || 
state (see page 56 in report) that the contract was 
entered into in his presence between the author 
of the work; and yet Triplett, the author referred || 
to, denies that he made any contract whatever. 
He states, at page 68, that he gave the writing 
upon Sweeney’s representation; at page 69 he | 
says, ‘** The truth is that Mr. Sweeney came to 
me originally upon the subject; he knew all about | 
the matter from the first. lceamaand that he was 
a friend of this party, and that if I paid him, it 
would be satisfactory to the party.’’ And again, 
he says, (same page,) ‘*I told him (Sweeney) | 


that I was very glad to be relieved from the po- || 


sition of having any contract with a member of 
Congress on the subject.’? Now here the wit- 
nesses, upon their firstexaminations the same day, 
are at variance with each other. According to 
Triplett it was the very case of a trick and fraud 
at which the committee, in their general report, 
are so profuse of expressions of just indignation: 


** The business of vote-brokerage can be reached only by 
exposing the cheat. When people are informed by the re- | 
port of this investigation, and more authoritatively by a vote | 
of the House, that these lobby agents, who boast their power 
ever the votes of members, have no vote that they can in- | 
fluence, and are cheating the claimant by libeling the Con- 
gress, their business will be gone. Even the corrupt men | 
who are willing to pay a bribe, if there be any one who will 
receive it, will no longer pay large sums to lobby agents to 
be expended at their discretion; for they will learn that 
they have been cheated by their accomplices, and that 
honor among thieves has ceased to be a principle observed.”’ 


Here, when the question is as to the wholesale 





charges of corruptton before referred to, and |) 


which come home equally to the committee as to 
other members, they are prompt to comprehend, 
expose, and denounce as a cheat, sonnet ee. 
ticed, ‘* the business of vote brokerage.’’ They 
understand that it is exceedingly common for 
persons like Sweeney, bent on illicit gains, to 
represent to the duped and despairing applicants 
before the House, tha: if certain sums are placed 
at their disposal, they can control the votes of 
members of this House by bribery. Now, if this 
corrupt agent, having already poisoned the mind 
of Mr. Triplett, can contrive to bring about an 
interview with the member from New York, 
telling the claimant that the member desires it for 





roit to urge the putting of further || the purpose of a corrupt bargain, it is not diffi- 


|| a double discrediting of the witness, first, b 


members of this House may, by these agents, 
have been indicated te their dupes as the parties 
for whose benefit such assignments are held ? 
If the bill passes, they convert to their own use 
the amount assigned. The claimant is brought 
into communication with the member by the 
agent, and the member expresses his belief in the 
| justice of the claim, and perhaps takes an active 
partin supporting it. The proof is conclusive to 
1is mind, and trifles light as air are to him ‘‘ con- 
firmation strong as proofs of Holy Writ.’’ 

So muth for the examination of Sweeney and 
Triplett on the same day with respect to the con- 
tract with Mr. Gilbert. I am examining the 
pees of that contract; for, although there might 

e proof of a contract with Mr. Gilbert, and yet 


| no proof of any arrangement with me, still it is 
| clear, upon the whole case viewed in every possi- 


ble aspect, that if there was no contract with Mr. 
Gilbert, it follows there could have been no un- 
derstanding between myself and Mr. Gilbert in 
relation to it. The latter is the incident; and if 
the principal matter is not established, there can 
be no pretense that the alleged incident to it is 
proven, or is possible. 

Now, sir, hear what the committee say about 
the testimony of Sweeney, on whom the whole 
| matter depends. At page 9 of the report, the ex- 
traordinary avowal is made that ‘* it is quite ap- 
parent’’ that ‘* this witness is vindictive, and not 
| over-scrupulous in his measures of revenge.’ 
| This is what is ‘* quite apparent to the judges”’ on 
the examination of the witness; and yet they be- 
lieve him, notwithstanding, also, that respectable 
persons have testified that, from his general rep- 
| utation, they would not believe him on his oath— 
his 
own examination, making it apparent that he is 
not over-scrupulous in his measures of revenge; 
and secondly, that his character is bad, and that 
| he could not be believed on his oath. 

Now, by what reasons do the committee dis- 
cover this result? **The two witnesses were 
| examined on the same day, (it is stated in the re- 
port,) in immediate succession, and without the 
chance of consultation.’’ This is a most import- 
| ant fact,iftrue. The committee, by thus prom- 

inently setting it forth, show that they find it to 
be so. They impliedly admit (what any man of 
| common sense must admit) that if they had the 
chance of consultation, then, from the intrinsic 
character of the evidence, and the positive dis- 
crediting of Sweeney, it must follow it cannot be 
relied on. And yet upon what ground do the 
committee assume the fact? When were the 
witnesses summoned? What conversations had 
they priorto the first time Sweeney appeared before 
| the committee? How did the committee s,s 
to find Sweeney and Triplett, and have them both 
brought before them on the same day, and as to 
this very same allegation? Is it not evident that 
the committee have assumed this most important 
fact, not only without proof, but in the face of 
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| 
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The assumption seems to me 


every probability ? 


moet extraordinary. 

But it does not depend on the chance of proof 
only. There isa clear, positive indication of the 
fact of consultation in the testimony of the wit- 
ness Triplett on this same first day’s examina- 
tion. He says, (page 7:) ‘1 understand that you | 
already have the name; if you had not, I should | 
be disposed to make a point upon it.’”?” From 
whom had they the name? From Sweeney, the 
witness already examined? In that way only 
does the name of Mr. Gilbert appear originally 
before the committee. From whom did Triplett 
learn that the testimony had been given? Surely 
not from the committee. That would be a most | 
indecent supposition. Indeed, the member from 
South Carolina is prompt to avoid every such 
indication to the witness; for he says at once: 
** We may have a name;’’ but declines to give 
any information to the witness. Then is it not 
as clear as proof can make it, that he knew, di- 
rectly or indirectly, from Sweeney, either that he | 
had given that evidence, or before he gave it there 
had becn communication between them? 
this ground of confirmation to the winds. If the | 
committee had been as vigilant to ascertain the | 
truth of particular charges as they were to ex- 
plore the general accusations made by these and 
other witnesses, they would have seen how un- 
just ond unwarrantable is their conclusion on this 
point. 

Now, sir, I desire it to be observed that, in this 
so much relied on first testimony, on the same day 
and ** without the chance of conversation,’ nei- 
ther of these witnesses connect my name with the 
** book matter.’’? The witness Triplett (with an 
admitted chance of consultation) appears on a 
subsequent day, (17th January—Report, pages 
70, 71,) and still makes no correction of his ori- 
ginal testimony. On that original examination, 
it is © most remarkable fact that he had been most 
searchingly questioned, and pressed to mention 
the name of any other member than Mf. Gilbert | 
as in any way connected with the alleged “ cor- | 
ruption,’ and he had denied the knowledge of 
any other person. As to Mr. Gilbert, he had | 
given his impressions, which we have seen were 
artfully produced by Sweeney. But he has ex- 
pressly said, (page 70:) ‘* There was nothing 
approaching to a contract with anybody else. | 
Before the second examination he leaves this dec- 
laration on oath, without the slightest qualifica- 
tion, though he appears to have voluntarily re- 
turned, after viewing the testimony, to explain it 
where he thought it incomplete. 

Now, sir, pause a moment, and consider whether | 
it consists with the ordinary rules of human con- 
duct, to suppose thata person in the condition in 
which Triplett represented himself to have been, 
with a fair ground for receiving a large sum of 
money from Congress—so large that he could 
afford to throw away $14,500 in despair as to suc- 
cess upon legitimate prounde-qtimenened notonly 
by interest, but by a natural and controlling de- 
sire to prevent the perpetration of a great wrong 
on him by Bennett;—I say, consider whether a | 
man, 8o situated, could have forgotten me, pressed 
as he was by questions—if, in fact, he had ever 
had an interview with me—which, at the time, 
conveyed to him the idea and belief that I was 
one of the two members to whom he was to look 
for the realization of those hopes. Is not the 
supposition too monstrously incredible to be 
for a moment entertained? Yet, twice before the 
committee, he never thinks of me, and says— 
giving his impression as to Mr. Gilbert—that 
“here was nothing approaching to a contract with 
anybody else. But now, sir, three days after his 
second examination, and upon his fourth exam- 
ination, when all Sweeney's energies have been 
aroused, to make good his charges and to enlarge 
them into greater importance; and when the 


chance of consultation, or, | should rather say, i 


the opportunity and motive of Sweeney to play 
further upon the mind of Triplett, had been dete 
dant, end without doubt brought into requisition, 
he returns, and for the first time mentions my 
name as a 
bined with Mr. Gilbert, Undoubtedly this is the | 
work of Sweeney, the discredited witness. He | 
infers this from conversations which he had with | 
me, in which | manifested an interest in his suc- | 
cess. His impressions and inferences are only 
@tated in this examination. 








I fling || 


|| all this the testimony is conveniently vague. 


person whom he had inferred had com- || 





intention is to be presumed? Then it behooves 
members here never toexpress, however earnestly 
| they may feel it, any interest in the success of any 
claim, however meritorious it may be. This wit- 
| ness does not pretend to give any single expres- 
sion used by me whjgb he interpreted as indica- 
ting a corrupt inte notone. The commit- 
tee have furnished r proof that, insensibly 
no doubt, they have lapsed from the chairs of 
judges into those of prosecuting attorneys, when, 
at page 12 of the report, they represent the wit- 
ness as testifying directly to expressions used by 
me. But they wholly omit the most important 
words used by the witness, ‘‘or something of that 
sort.’’ See the evidence itself, page 74. These 
words refer the whole matter, as in his previous 
examination, back again to the impressions on the 
mind of the witness. And these, we have seen, 
are the work of Sweeney, the discredited witness, 
‘* the vote broker,’’ the common *‘ cheat,’’ as the 
| committee describe his whole class in their gen- 
eral report. 

But it may be asked, ‘* What had Sweeney to 
| do with naming me?’’ He had not connected me 
with this ** book matter;’’ and it is remarkable 
that he did not, if I were in fact connected with 
that matter. He could hardly have forgotten the 
instruments by whom he was to accomplish his 
infamous purpose; but, pressed to give some jus- 
tification of his wholesale charges against the 
House, he had found it necessary to give more 






| questions most direct, asking for his knowledge 
concerning any other member, inconnection witha 


But is this the ground upon which a = 


than a single name; and he had named me upon || 
| his second examination, after positive denials to | 


| pension case of Roxana Kimball—a charge so con- || 


| temptible and absurd upon its face as only to re- | 
quire a passing notice in the present connection. | 
He had said | expressed my satisfaction of the | 


merits of the claim, and my determination to report 
it favorably so far as depended on me, upon its 
merits; but that | had expressed the opinion that 
there might be difficulties with others, and that it 
might be necessary to use fifty dollars or so, to pro- 
cure the report. ‘This | have positively denied 


rene enenenenseeeelieenngseepeneaSe 


that I never used any expressions tending to con- 
vey thatidea, It rests wholly upon the testimony 
of this single witness, proven not worthy of belief 
on his oath, and wholly uncorroborated. 

The very argument of the committee by which 
they seek to sustain the charge as to the book, 
viz: the corroboration between Triplett and 
Sweeney, and the fact of the paper, implies that 
without this corroboration they could not rely 
upon his evidence. It virtually concedes this 
miserable and most improbable charge—depend- 
ing solely on a tainted witness—ought not to be 
| believed, or else there is no force or pertinency 
| to their argument founded on corroboration. But 
| how was this bribe of fifty dollars to be used? 
| Was it an indication that I theught, that while 
| reason and justice were enough for me, there were 
others who would never listen ormattend until they 
had been filled with champagne and the delicacies 
of the season at a cost of fifty dollars orso? Upon 
ut 
| one thing is certain: the report was in fact made 





| 


by me upon its merits, without the shadow of an | 


intimation that directly or indirectly there was 


| any agreement or expectation of reward. 
| Letit be remembered that the same witness had 
already answered the following direct questions 
| with as direct replies. (See report, pp. 60-64:) 
“By Mr. Orr.—Did any nember ever express to you the 
| expectation that he ought to be compensated, or would be 
| compensated for reporting a claim favorably 7”? 
| Witness.—No, sir.”? 
Here is an express and emphatic denial, on the 

first examination, of this whole charge. 
| Again, (p. 65:) 
“ By Mr. Warner.—Has that claim been reported ? 
« Witness.—It was reported upon its merits, without any 
| other consideration, as I understand. 

“By Mr. Warner.—What was your reply when Mr. 
vom stated that it might become necessary to use fifly 

ollars ? > 

* Witness—I really do not know that I made any reply, 
| or that we even alluded to the subject between ourselves 
| afterwards. 
| _* By Mr. Warner.—There was no money paid for re- 
| porting the claim, as far as you know? 
|“ Witness.—There has never been a cent paid, as far as I 
know and believe.” 


This was convenient, because if he had stated 
further particulars he was linble to be contradicted. 








upon my oath; and I now repeat the declaration, | 
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February 27, 
Again, (p. 63:) 


“Bu Mr. Orr.—Has there been any claim before the 
for yourself or any friend of yours in which you felt an 
special interest? - y 

“ Witness.—Y es, sir. 

“ By Mr. Orr.—Has any member, knowing the interest 
you felt in that matter, indicated, or iniimated, or stated 1p 
you that to secure his influence a consideration of go 
by og be paid by you or your friend or the party inter. 
ested ? 

‘* Witness.—No, sir, | think not; not to my present ree. 
ollection. There has been no such thing before the i <~ 
in which I was personally interested in any way.” 

And again, on the same page: 

“* By Mr. Davis.—Then I put the question in this form; 
Do you know of any corrupt arrangement entered into 
any member of Congress, of to own personal knowledge; 
and by personal knowledge do not mean that you werg 
present when the arrangement was entered into, but know). 
edge derived from the member himself? 

‘* Witness.—I have stated two cases already—one the 
Towa land bill, and the other the book resolution. More 
than that I cannot say, except by hearsay from third par- 
ties.”? 

Here is an explicit denial of knowleage of any 
other kindred matter. ; " 

Now, this 7 and incredible charge, fore. 
stalled by the witness’s own primary evidence, 
having been made asa preface to name some other 
member besides Mr. Gilbert, and Sweeney bei 


under the weight of his own character, thug 
brought necessarily in evidengg—who can fail to 
see that the chances of consultation which have 
appeared between the first and the fourth exam. 
ination of Sweeney and Triplett day, after day, 
with intervals of whole days between them, and 
apparently with a complete termination of exam- 
ination each time—all this without any notice 
to me that this tremendous issue to me person- 
ally, and in some degree to my constituents, was 
in progress of trial—and indeed, as it appears, 
substantially decided against me—who can fail 
to see that Triplett, the dupe of Sweeney, who 
had been obliged to give some plausible reason 
for exacting of him an order for $14,500, was now, 
without any willful departure from the truth on 
his part, led to assert before the committee the 
falsehoods which Sweeney had persuaded him 
were facts on which he could rely, for Sweeney 
had the materials for persuading his mind to the 
conclusion he desired. And, sir, in the face of 
all this, the committee, at page 13, say they 

* Tendered to Dr. Welch an opportunity to confront the 
witnesses who had testified against.him, but he declined to 
examine them.”? 

‘* Who had testified againsthim,’’ And this, in 
the opinion of four of the committee—lawyers, 
and men of high personal character—‘ is to be 
confronted with the witnesses!’’ Undoubtedly 
I declined to cross-examine them. I must have 
been wholly indifferent to my sense of duty ina 
matter of grave principle and fundamental con- 
stitutional right, not to me only, but to every 
citizen who rests securely under the shield of the 
Constitution, if I ha nsented, by any act of 
mine, to recognize th cret and prolonged ex- 
amination by piecemeal as an examination in 
chief of a witness against me. 

Sir, there are innumerable points in the evi- 
dence which support these general views of the 
case. Time isnot allowed to present them. 
leave them to be detected by the good sense of 
every man who reads the evidence. I am con 
tent to stand not only before this House, but be- 
fore the sovereign people. I feel confident it will 
be received with calmness, im psig and & 
sense of justice. But if my confidence should not 
be realized, I know that the real trial is not here, 
but as to me before the people in my own vicil- 
ity, and as to the House before the country @ 
large. And upon this first and important issue 
it will appear— 

1.. That the chief witness is impeached in such 
a manner as would prevent any fact in any cout! 
from wa Ieee ee on his testimony. He's 
proven to be of general bad reputation for truth; 
and witnesses say they would not believe him 00 
his oath. 22 

2. That the committee itself avow that it 1s 4p 
parent on his own examination, that he is not over 


ous. 
3. That there is direct contradiction between 
the two witnesses on their first examination. 
4. That after examinations in private, 
and after communication to be inferred from the 
circumstances, there is the first mention of my 
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name, under circumstances entirely consistent 
with my Innocence, — i ‘ 

5. Thacthe commictee itself evidently scout the 
idea of finaing a charge of this kind upon the tes- 
timony of a ‘* vote broker;” and pronounce the 
whole of this whe, in bulk, to be a mere cheat | 
upon claimants. vod poe upon precisely the same | 
testimony pronounce by them so worthless, they || 
propose to convict me. o 

6. That the whole our is explicitly denied on | 
oath, by two members of the House, unimpeached 
except in respect of the very transaction in issue. 

7. That the whole charge as to the ‘* book mat- 
ter,” (the only one worthy of any notice from me, ) 
involves not one single fact of action by the mem- || 
ber charged—not even the proposing of a reso- | 
lution. 

8. That it is evident that the witness Sweeney, 
on whose impeached and discredited character 
the whole rests, was not a reluctant witness, (as 
is assumed by the committee,) but was a volun- | 
teer witness throughout, and so far from desiring 
to escape examination, did in fact repeatedly urge 
the committee to put the questions to him, thereb 
showing his pains in attempting to appear wit 
the advantage of a reluctant witness, while all 
the time he was, in fact, a swift witness; and I 
desire to put prominently here the proof of this, 
in closing what I have to say about the corrobo- 
ration of Sweeney, as simply an artful witness. 

On page 61, h® says: ‘* You gentlemen have 
certain information in your possession, that, if 
your questions were propounded differently, 
might be drawn out.”? ‘* What I know, if the 
question be propounded so that I cannot avoid | 
answering directly, 1 will answer, however reluc- | 
tantly, if it do not strike too deep.’? A most ab- 
surd idea, indeed, of a reluctant witness. He 
says, all the time ‘* proceed—I only want a pre- 
tense of reluctance.’’ But more—it is the shame- | 
less avowal by a witness that he will measure his 
testimony by his own interests—the truth will 
not come, he says, “‘ if it strike too deep.”’ 


Again, at page 62: 
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you know of any instance in which money or any valuable | 
consideration whatever was to be paid to or passed to a per- 
son named by the member, other than himself, for any pur- | 
pose — on which his action in committee was to | 
depend ¢ 

us Witness.—I do not know any member who was to 
receive such a consideration. . 

“ By Mr. Ritchie.—I do not speak of the member, but of | 
the person named by him. 

«« Witness.—I never knew of an agreement in which a | 
member was to receive for himself, or anybody else, any | 
money or other valuable considération for reporting a bill 
to the House. 


money, Or any Other valuable consideration, was to be 
passed to any other person than the member? 

“ Witness.—I do not know of any case in which money, | 
or any other valuable consideration, did so pass. 
the question just as it was asked. 

“ By Mr. Davis.—Do you know of any attempt to influ- | 


“ By Mr. Ritchie—Do you know of any case in which | 


I answer | 





other consideration but his public duty? 
‘* Witness.—Only by hearsay. 
“ By Mr. Datis.—That is, not from the member himself? | 
“ Witness.—No, sir; the question has not yet been asked | 
to bring out from me what I suppose the committee want | 
to know, 
“ By Mr. Davis.—The question certainly covers every- 
thing, every particular circumstance that you may know ; 
= if you know any such facts, it is your duty to state 
‘m. 
“ Witness. —So far as my statement goes, it gives the en- 


| 


tire truth; but, in my answers, | shall avoid opening any || 


new subject ; unless the question is so propounded as to com- | 

rf me to criminate some one, I shail not do it voluntarily. | 
know the points the committee are driving at, but as [ 

understand the questions, my answers are correct. 

“ By Mr. Orr.—I think you put yourself in an awkward | 
position by the course you are taking, especially when you | 
say you know what we are driving at. 

“« Witness.—I did not mean to be understood to say that. 
I meant to say that information may have been given to you | 
that may not be direct with me.” 

Here the witness plainly, upon the record, im- 
mediately turns his back upon what he has first 
said; and proceeding upon the proneness of the 
committee to believe the charge, he offers a most | 
flimsy qualification of his testimony, and so 
throughout. 

. Mr. Speaker, I am wearied with these disgust- 
ing details. If what [ have stated be not suffi- 
cient to put the House upon. the great highway 
of truth, at least I am satisfied that the honest 
body of the people, their masters and mine, will 
see the truth, and will determine rightly whether 
I be gailty, or whether a timid, anxious, nervous 





ion of my being implicated in a gross || 
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| or A majority of it, stinks in the nostrils of the | 


ia 


and unfounded charge has not insensibly driven \ man from New York is willing that his case 
the committee to take the place of prosecutors, |! should go on to-night, and the public business 
when, if they were real judges or jurymen, they || requires that it should go on. The Senate was 
would treat as utterly worthless all that has been || in session until two o’clock this morning. 
alleged against me. || Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The call for the 

I am ready, sir, to meet the committee, and || yeas and nays can be withdrawn by general con- 
even the Hoase itself, before my country, where || sent. ; 
it appears the issue is really to be tried. Andlet |} Mr. RUFFIN. I object to it, 

j Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 


me say in conclusion, eeceny believing that | 
the testimony of Sweeney&and Triplett (which, ff || from Virginia can withdraw the motion to ad- 
journ. 


it establishes aught, proves that all the House, | 
Mr. LETCHER, I decline to withdraw it. 
people) is utterly unworthy of credit; and know- The question was taken; and it was decided in 
ing that it is false as to myself, [count upon that || the affirmative—yeas 85, nays 62; as follows: 
result which is to be expected from an upright || YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Allison, Hendley 8. Bennett, 
tribunal, not to be moved by the fear of being oe Sows, een ae? 
° . . rs, C e, ’ amson RK, . 
itself impeached of corruption, because it does not || Gohy. Comins, Cox, Crawford, Setieen. Ceumbudin Debi 
go to false and unreasonable extremes for the 


— / Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Elliott, Etheridge, Piagler, Flor- 
purpose of sustaining the accusations made be- || ence, Foster, Goode, Augustus Hail, Robert B. Hall, Har- 


—— eee 





fore it. lan, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Her- 
. || bert, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Kelsey, Kidwell, 
peer et of Maryland, called the previous | Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Hum- 


phrey Marshall, McMullin, McQueen, Killian Miller, Mill- 
son, Moore, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Orr, Packer, Paine, 
Peck, Pringle, Reade, Ready, Robbins, Roberts, Ruffin, 
| Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Scett, Seward, Samuel A. Smith, 
| William Smith, William R. Smith, Stanton, Tappan, 
| Thurston, Wade, Waldron, Walker, Warner, Cadwalader 
| 
' 
iI 


The previous question was seconded; and the || 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. RUFFIN. There are many gentlemen 
absent who desire to vote on this question, and I 
therefore move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The question now being upon Mr. Smitu’s 
substitute for the resolutions reported by the com- 
mittee, 


Mr. H. MARSHALL called for the yeas and | 


|| C. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wheeler, Wood, and 
Zollicoffer —85. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Ball, Barbour, Henry Bennett, 
| Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bradshaw, Batliuton, Burlin- 
game, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Coax, Covode, Cragin, Henry 
| Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dickson, 
as || Dodd, Durfee, Galloway, Granger, i. Morrison Harris, 
nays. || Hodges, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 

he yeas and nays were ordered. _ || B. Horton, Howard, Haghston, King, Knapp, Knight, 
The question was taken; and it was decided in || coins sient, Beiprart Sree Mes Monten, 
ive—v ( 9. P rs: || Parker, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Ricaud, Sapp, 

the affirmative—yeas 119, nays 42; as follows: | Sherman, Spinner, Stewart, Stranahan, Thorington, Todd, 


YEAS — Messrs. Akers, Albright, Bail, Barbour, Henry || Wakeman, Ellihu B. Washburne, Watson, Wells, and 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, || Woodworth~62 


Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, Cad- || 
walader, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, || 
Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Co- || 
vode, Cragin, Cumback, Timothy Davis, Dean, De Witt, || 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Etheridge, Flagler, 
Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Granger, Robert B. Hail, || 
Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Herbert, Hodges, Holloway, | 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Ilorton, Howard, Hughs- || 
ton, Kelly, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, || Saturpay, February 28, 1857. 
Kunkel, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, || 

Humphrey Marshall, McCarty, Killian Miller, Milison, Mill- || |The House metateleven o’clock, a.m. 
ward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Nor- | by the Chaplain, Rev. Danien Waxpo. 


ton, Paine, Parker, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, || ’ 
Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, i| The Journal of yesterday was@ad and approved, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, Seward, Sherman, Simmons, || 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Spin- || : 1 

ner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, || A message was received from the Senate, by 
Todd, Trafton, a rg faeene atenaee Wakdron, || Mr. Dicks, its Secretary, notifying the House 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel || : 7 
Washburn, Watson, Wells, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, | that the Senate had ere bill (EL. R. No, 636) 


So the motion was agreed to. 


And thereupon (at half past nine o’clock, p. 
m.,) the House adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Prayer 


and Woodworth—119. 


“« By Mr. Ritchie.—My question is simply this: whether 


Goode, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 


ence the opinion of any member in reporting a bill by any 
| 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Hendley 8. Bennett, Bowie, Bur- || 
nett, John P. Campbell, Caruthers, Caskie, Williamson R. || 
W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, | 
Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, Florence, Foster, | 


Harris, Haven, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, Kidwell, Lake, Lumpkin, McQueen, Orr, Packer, || 
Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Ruffin, Shorter, Stewart, Walker, | 
Warner, and Wheeler—42. . 

So the substitute was agreed to. 

Pending the call, 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee, stated that Mr. | 
Damre t had paired off with Mr. Savage upon 
this question. 

Mr. THORINGTON stated that Mr. Wat- || 
BRIDGE had paired off with Mr. Taycor. || 

Mr. STANTON moved that the vote by which || 
the substitute was agreed to be reconsidered; and | 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid | 
on the table. i] 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was then agreed to. || 

Mr. STANTON moved that the vote by-which 1 
the resolution was agreed to be reconsidered; and || 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid || 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LETCHER move 
journ; and called for tellers. 


! 
{ 
' 





that the House ad-| 


GALLoway were appointed. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported— | 
ayes 58, noes 72. 
Mr. RUFFIN called for the yeas and nays. | 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. CUMBAC ‘ 
gentleman whose case next comes up is notatall | 
anxious to press it to-night against the desire of 
the House, and therefore there can be no objec- 
tion to adjourning. g 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Still the gentle- 


1 

| 

' 

| 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Savacr and | 
| 

| 


| An act for the benefit of Anthon 


making appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department during the fiscal year ending 


| June 30, 1858, with amendments; in which he was 


directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 

Mr. SAVAGE. lask leave to take from the 
Speaker’s table bill No. 529, in relation to the old 
soldiers of 1812. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
ular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the select 
committee is first in order. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolutions; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

An act for the relief of Samuel S. Haight; 

An act for the relief of Collins Boomer; 

An act for the relief of John Huff, of Texas; 

An act for the relief of Henry T. Mudd, of 
Missouri; 

An act for the relief of William Kendall; 

An act for the relief of Jacques Godfroy ; 

An act for the relief of John L. Vattiet; 

An act for the relief of C. B. R. Kennerly; 

An act for the relief of Mary Ann Clark; 

An act for the relief of Richard Phillips; 

An act for the relief of John C. McConnell; 

An act for the relief of Thomas B. Steele, 
assistant surgeon of the Navy of the United States; 
Devit, late 
the United 


I call for the reg- 


a sergeant in the third artillery o 
States Army; 
An act to reimburse the estate of Joseph Me- 


I would suggest that the Clure, a paymaster in the war of 1512; 


An act for the relief of George I’. Baltzell, as- 
signee of James P. Roan; 

An act for the relief of Jesse Morrison, of Illi- 
nois; 

An act for the relief of Benjamin B, Gantt; 
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t for the relief of William Poole; | 
An a for the relief of the heirs of Samuel R. || 





Mr. ORR moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolutions were laid on the table, and 
Thurston, late Delegate from Oregon; || also moved that the motion to reconsicer be laid 

An act for the relief of George Schellinger; on the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

An act for the relief of Rebecca Smith; 1} 

om act for the relief of Lyman N. Cook; | EXPULSION OF SIMONTON AND TRIPLETT AS 


A joint resolution to pay the pension due Par- | REPORTERS. 


mélia Slavin, late wife of John Blue, deceased, to || 


her administrator; and 
A joint resolution for the relief of Israel B. 
Bigelow. 
POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the unan- 


imous consent of the House to take from the |, 


Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. No. 636) making | 


appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department, returned from the Senate with amend- 


ments, and that it be referred to the Committee of | 


Ways and Means. 
There being no objection it was so ordered. 


CASE OF HON. FRANCIS S. EDWARDS. 


The question recurred on the following resolu- 
tions: 

Resolved, That Francis 8. Epwarps, a member of this 
House from the State of New York, did, on the 23d day of 
December last, attempt to induce Ronerr T. Paine, amem- 


ber’of this Ilouse from the State of North Carolina, to vote, that have been so freely made upon the commit- 


contrary to the dictates of his judgment and conscience, on 


a bill making @ grant of lands to aid in the construction of || 
‘ arailroad ia the Territory of Minnesota, by holding outa 


pecuniary consideration to the said Patne for his support 
of the said bill. 

Resolved, That the said Francis 8. Epwarps be, und 
he is hereby, expelled from this House. 


Mr. RITCHIE. I understand that the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Epwarps] desires, at 


this time, to submit a few remarks to the House. | 


Mr. EDWARDS. I have been a member of 
this House for nearly two years, and I can say 
honestly, and with a clear conscience, that I have 
never given my vote on any measure or bill on 
other than correct and honorable motives. 1 have 
sometimes had to differ from some of my own 


personal friends and those of my party in my | 
views of public duty, and have sometimes enter- | 


tained opinions different from theirs; but I can 
say that no selfish consideration ever entered into 


| vious 


The special reportg of the select committee 
having all been dispel of, the question was then 
stated on the following resolution accompanying 
the general report of said committee: 


Resolved, That James W. Simonton be expelled from the 
floor of this House as a reporter. 


Mr. KELSEY. Mr. Speaker, if I had suc- 
ceeded in obtaining the floor at an earlier stage 
of the discussion growing out of the proceedings 
upon the special reports of the select committee, 
I should have presented my views in regard to 
those reports somewhat at length. I desire now 
simply to remark that the differences of opinion 
in the committee were as to the proper reports to 
be made to the House. 

The defense made by my colleague, of the 
course pursued by the committee during the in- 
vestigation, if any defense were needed, relieves 
me from saying anything in relation to the attacks 


tee, and I should hold myself to be inexcusable 


| if I were to occupy the time of the House at this 
stage of the session in any remarks in relation 


to the reports and resolutions now before the 
House; and unless some friend of the reporter 


|| named in that resolution desires to be heard in his 


behalf, I shall, without further delay, submit the 
question to the House, and move the previous 
question. 

Mr. SAGE. I ask the gentleman from New 
York to allow me to move an amendment to in- 
clude Mr. Triplett in the resolution. I under- 


| stand that he is assigned a scat in this Hall as a 
| reporter. 


Mr. KELSEY. I will allow the gentleman to 
offer his amendment; dnd I now demand the pre- 
uestion. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to inquire whether 


it would be in order, with the permission of the 


my mind to affect my judgment. With mem- 
bers of Congress this floor I have sought on | , 
every occasion to be on terms of friendship. If [ || that resolution so asto include all persons, whether 
have unwittingly given offense to any single mem- | €X-members or others, engaged in the prosecution 
ber of this House, 1 now ask his pardon. And i of claims az 7 
for myself, | will state that the hours that Ihave | Mr. KELSEY. If we attempt to accomplish 
spent in association with members on this floor || 00 much we shall accomplish nothing. I decline 
have been among the pleasantest of my life; and | to Withdraw the demand for the previous question 
I shall carry with me into retirement the con- || for that fou Ose. if 
sciousness that I have never sought to do one of | Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman allow 
them an injury. The circumstances which have |) me to offer it as an additional resolution ? 
al me, and the position assumed by the Mr. KELSEY . I decline to withdraw the de- 
committee, have compelled me to take a course || Mand for the previous question. 

which I am about to announce to the House. | The previous question was seconded, and the 
They have refused me that consideration which | ain question ordered to be put. 

my position and statement under oath deserved. Mr. ORR. Task that the 19th rule be read. 
Under these circumstances no other course has | The 19th rule was read, as follows: 

been left to me withouta sacrifice of characterand || “No person shall be allowed the privilege of the Hall 
self-respect. I can, however, say this much in | ™nder the character of stenographer without a written per- 


Fe . mission from the Speaker, specifying the part of the Hall 
regard to it: that 1 am as free in my own heart || assigned to him ; ont no nate or shaeaemanene shall be 
from any intent to doany ee any member || admitted under the rules of the House, unless such reporter 
of this House. I have, however, become satisfied, | or stenographer shall state in writing for what paper or pa- 
from the several votes which have been taken in || Pets he is employed to report. And no person shall be ad- 


es . | mitted under the rules of the House as a reporter or stenog- 
| 

— — pee ee that, although | rapher for any paper or papers who shall be employed as an 

riends upon every side of the House, without || agent to prosecute any claims pending in Congress ; and the 


distinction of party, sympathize with me in the \| Speaker shall give his permission with this condition; and 
position which I oceupy, and perhaps regret that |," more than one reporter or stenographer shall be assigned 
the resolutions against me have been moved, and | “° rae 
wish that they were not what they are, yet from Mr. SAGE. 
the force of circumstances and the sentiments of | has occupied a seat upon this floor as a reporter, 
their own immediate neighborhood, are con- || and therefore have moved the amendment. 
strained*to vote for the recommendation of the || TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state that no 
committee, In some instances against the dictates || reporter has been admitted to a seat upon this floor 
of their better judgments. ‘| except on the condition that he was not an agent 
To relieve all such kind friends—and I know | for the prosecution of any claim pending before 
there are many such in the House—from the diffi- Congress. In addition to that, a written state- 
culty of such a position, I have determined on | ment was also demanded from reporters askin 
resigning my place upon this floor. I have al- || for a seat upon the floor that they were not suc 
ready communicated that fact to the Governor | agents. This was done in every case, so far as 
of the State of New York, to take effect from the | the Chair recollects; and if there was an omission 
time when I shall make that announcement to | in the case of Mr. Triplett, the Chair does not 
the House, which I do at this time. In taking | know it. 
my leave of the members of this House, I desire | Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the Chair 
to say that I shall carry with me the kindest _ will instruct the Doorkeeper to keep out all per- 


gentleman from New York, to move to amend 


regards towards every gentleman upon this floor. sons who are not authorized to come upon the 
‘Mr. RITCHIE moved to lay the resolutions || floor under the rules of the House. 

| The SPEAKER. The House has already in- 

| structed the Doorkeeper to that effect. 


in the case of Mr. Edwards on the table. 
‘The motion. was agreed to. 
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te 


sees, 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then the Door. 


| 
| 





I understand that Mr. Triplett |, 


keeper does not enforce the rules. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I understand that My; 
Triplett has not exercised the privilege of a re. 
porter toa seat upon this floor during this session 
of Congress. If gentlemen wish to strike at him 

_ that is another thing. : ’ 
| Mr. BURNETT. I want to make a request 
_ of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Sage, 

Mr. MORGAN. [Iobjecttoall debate. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair finds upon the 
files of the House the following statements jy 
writing to him from Mr. Triplett and Mr. Simon. 
ton: 

To the Speaker of the House of Representatives : 

The undersigned respectfully begs leave to add to his 
application for admission to the floor of the House as q 
reporter for the New York Times, the assurance that he jg 
not interested in the prosecution of private claims before 
Congress. JAMES W. SIMONTON, 

Wasuineton, February 19, 1856. 


Wasuineoton, February 6, 1856. 

Sir: I desire to obtain a desk in the Hall to act as re. 
porter for the Louisville (Kentucky) Journal. I state, on 
honor, that I have never received nor been promised any 
sum of money or compensation whatever in consideration 
of any claim that has been or shall be presented to Congress, 
| and that I will not become in any wise interested in any 
| such whilst occupying the position of a reporter, if it should 
be assigned me. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, . F. C. TRIPLETT. 

Hon. N. P. Banks, Present. . 


it was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment was agreed to, | 
want to make an appeal to the gentleman from 
| New York, and to this House, The chairman 
of the select committee said he would yield to any 
‘friend of Mr. Simonton to make a defense for 
him, and I now ask that he yield to adefense for 
Mr. Triplett. (Cries of ‘* Object!’’] 

The SPEAKER. Debate is notin order. The 
| previous question has been ordered. 

The quéstion was taken on the motion to re- 
consider; and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Idemand the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the resolution as amended. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr.McMULLIN. [rise to make an inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I ask for a division of the 
question. 

The SPEAKER. It is not susceptible of 
_ division, as the Houge has agreed to the inser- 

tion of the name of Mr. Triplett. 
| The resolution as amended was adopted. 
+ Mr. KELSEY moved to reconsider the vote 
_ by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
meyer to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BILL TO GUARD AGAINST CORRUPTION. 


Mr. KELSEY. Is any action necessary on 
_ the adoption of the report of the committee? 
The SPEAKER. The House only acts on the 
resolutions and measures reported by the com- 
mittee as the conclusions of their investigation. 
The Clerk will now read for the information of 
| the House the bill reported from the select com- 
| mittee. 
| 


Mr. SAVAGE. I object to the reception of 
that bill, as I do not consider the committee had 
authority to report it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
| point of order. 
|. ‘The bill was read a first and second time, and 
is as follows: 


_ A Bill to protect the people against corrupt and secret in- 
| fluence in matters of legislation. 

| Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
_ That no person shall, directly or indirectly, offer or agree 
_ to give any money or other valuable thing, or security for 
| any money or other valuable thing, to any person for the 
| service of such person, or of any other person, in aiding, oF 
| advocating, or procuring, the passage or defeat of any meas- 


| either House, to be paid or delivered on the contingency 
| of the passage or defeat of any measure before either House 
| of Congress, or before any committee of either House; and 
| that no person shall agree to accept or receive, or shall ac- 
| cept or sana any money or mae valuable aies a! _ 
| ing, or advocating, or uring passage or defea' 
measure before either House of C » or before any 
committee of either House ; and that every bargain, con- 
tract, or security for any such compensation on any such 


The question was taken on the amendment; and 


ure before either House of Congress, or any committee of 


conur 
conce 
and u 
or ul 
recel\ 
for, 
hereb 
tion Ul 
jurisd 
in the 
than ¢ 
hund: 

PEC 
sage 
gress, 
any © 
procu 
any i 
Cost 
or eX] 
memt 
first d 
terest 
perso 
perso: 
hered 
theres 
by um 
one y 
nor 


N 
tain 
erty 
thin] 
in a 
repo 
of tl 
any 
sage 

M 

ues 
: Tl 
malt 

M 
com! 
upol 
a thi 


I 


opp 
pass 
siss. 
ats 
T 
h 
upo 
N 
ann 
yea 
: T 
too 
h 
tior 
gre 
by 
the 
2 
mo 


its 
































oa 






~ >’ 
——— 
oo r 1867 
r- 
ea 
tM cont 
“ar ingency 
ar r conceal : y, and al 
e- al such ba 1 shi: 
ssio nd the part rgain fts an 
ton or und > > are d contri 
him, ~ a —— fro 4 oe trivances - _ THE 
ir, on & e money ell th bargain clared co —_ $ “ ) 
heret ) any such or oth é part » col null ver — NG 
u reby dec ch her ntrac an or —+—--- 
oe tion thet clared joer to pay 4 os “A Th eee RESS 
. hth bate ay ater See at en | tach Saas ONAL 
. in the ¢ oe a ee a nisdem ee tyto || H est ER. coe 
a th than oF ommon jai said off rt of tl eanor; indicat there- | ouse o the ees == GI 
e a et dol jail for not les ne United 8 ted divial to 2 wh tis ———— 
ts in ' mies = ba bul less, a aah ate ecavie- Mr. B trike = bill. ae the en ee 
mon- ana That no. aueinaan oe spe impris sonvie- || bee r. BOC ut bya t is con acting cl = 
= . of an seek to al of te sonment “Tl called OCK. A : mundane Wt eure \ ae 
any atl - any me navi ousi less rm h 4. ition i t, b rt os 
y other no ager vaeniene Wooton sand hk whee eS , itis s th , but e || — 
re a Poe on gees beg A ae Mr. I PE noti 1e é‘ not by || IND att 
to hi ¥ ring, a on as perso eiore ei nteres Aars. ne | r. I nA K : inor previo ry N IAN 
S we — ne, aie oe nd or n actir ither Ho in the || of th BOC OC ER. T derto us questi (uu fr. STAN APPR 
coms be a at ng ou ef K } ‘to mov st |; Un AN Oo eaten 
the is enn settee a iene don. | Mr aie es la a aigiahe « aie has aapeerees NTON mao Wi enue 
befo m explain to either H cadlonen the” law spresenting the bil LIN o sub as s true. rike yjectic aicalensia Id NB = c a 
ON - ss of , or in ai — shall of C passage on: fac ting | e bill i NGM mitt unani out. Ohio yn to th ent of esire ILL. en ie 
p rst distl either Hous oe ongress or def t, for is the m AN ‘nimou v [Mr.C ne 1 the H here - 
terested netly disc Sogee timidte pproac ae, oF a of | most im I obj otior s con otes Can ratio ouse to a 
, Ts sclosi relati atte h,e efor | M in pbje RS sen of of tl MPRE n of e to wi ask m 
— personel omng ¢ dee 1690 oS iodue oe ies ESS 1portan ct; th g 1.08 1c H LL} toi the with the aN 
856 perso! in the pe yin hi o such o such o influ rse wi me AGE anta re last hec nferenc ouse to insi . genil draw ‘ } 
he an wae pon s own ri memb meas ence 5 AsB ssage FRO) nd the st part || Because ace. T » and ist or ema my Ki 
as re ereby dec shall violat def right o spadhaear ne ,any || I URY ge wa M TH e best or) ™ e the bi he toa 1 the d n fre , 
ate, on thereof, eae gl violate t eat of ras ag hether b ithout | Louse Dick S recel E SEN : lib tee of ill ha motive ppoir disagre om € 
d om by un , yefore a lilty of he pro such t gent for e is in- i bill e that ws, thei ived fi NATE ut as the W as not e of t itac rreeing z 
= ey 0 prisont any co a mis¢ visio neastu any 0 1 s: the S 1eir S ron . te S$ no hol bee my ol ommil s ned 
ration ne year, ¢ nent fo urt of th demea ns of ire ; ay ther | A Sena ecre » the S erpose other sle on n cons ject ittee 
igress nor more and by ¢ rnotl the Unit nor, a this A. any ||! n ac te had tary, inf ena T e an obj gentl the isidere jon we 
ue tha a fir ess th nited : ndo ctio iy in tl t (H ame » inf ate t he rbje em state red \ vas 
in any M n one re of n an o State n convi n is ie S .R.N passe orm , by | dun re bei ctio en ae e of on € 
] Mr. K , ined t ut. N ed in J ered el n. I wi seer the U om- 
should tai r. KEL thousa - ee ee 8, be p ree Ai ate of No. 8 the f g the || ¥ the ig n » E wit ns di re [ es 
ained i ‘LSEY nd dolle an o h nor unish fi n act Ge “a 03) ollowi || Votes iat tl o fur idra ispos ion: 
n th aie ad Domiced ds ed || por th (HH org! toe wing tes, and ti ther obj w mi ned to tas i 
edie erty my le gen Und : andred than |} 8° ne CO R. No a,ap stabli 7 point tha ouse | objecti ae 0 M- 
TT. think yself to eral r er the i dollar | gon Te ompleti No. 2) port of ish Au |, the ted to taco insist ction, i 
: , ck ito put eport e inti 8 | A rritor ion of maki deliv gust e Ser meet ommit st on , it wi 
Se oon Bik aoak imati |” Amact (HL R, ee petyy aan L Conenene e om it was. ox \ 
op ordat 0 be bill o ne ao. |} eig! t (Hl nd milita appr 3 Messrs e commi confe isagr or- ; 
bs repor ance Sar pas upo . t fe on- | Au ith se oe R N itar opri : j wer srs H mmit nfere rreel 
}; and of rt, ln with sed n its el at li i us ectio . No.6 y road jation ore ap : ow tee noe } ng 
the W 10ve to the i ,and pass ib- || f gust 30 n of tl . 617) s in 8 || the I ppoin arp, G on t! ea 
‘ int pass are eve 1 the } to Ore i] lo ted ’ R he par p- 
any 2 hole refe ima ed ge. I) enue » 1842 act of am e- || use sucl eine part 
r th y gentle e. I od the bi tien * now; existi from i 2, enti of C end . ch ¢ NWO of 
° sag ema will wi bill to the but || fa ees » entitl Co: the ; as. ht get 
o, | age. n desi l wi to tl ade i ti for ig la aport ed * igres twen | COR nittee . ont. 
Mr = thdr ne C n our || of other ws i S, al An ss, appr ty- | The RUP" on EITE 
~_ catinal Te f co the bill « “omimitee pe aes o ola * Site bill. question TION BILL re das of 
an T on. , of Te illu ion if | effects ne wa eS ° pr uty u ge and ovide | M recur seaeeill 
oO an he previ nnes pon it if th ially ind ohibiti pon : snedid Ni r. QU sed AGAIN 
ad mai previo see S pas at provi acco ecen biting mpor ify The ITM on tl , 
e fo ain que 4 us ; ’ move - rovisi m lis t arti g the ; rts, ¢ yea I AN ie ‘ 
se for Mr JONES or uestion W d the previ ae wision was -_ the icles, so bapeeation cone Ww ae na demande paseage-ef 
r commit INES ered. as sec ious || (N n thei ming th nacted purpose as baad on en at : “BRIDG:! caien dthee the 
Th upon ¥ aoe Tc onded, and i thei amendme odentl 8 for — — ee GE. wondered " 
e a thir rderi oO sse t | ( aki ent Ptha ich Mr SAKE as 7 ays 
a tim $7, the ball’ will e. Ifthe "| ale ae ming ap - to the we Sen | wheth WALDRIE 1 pane re 
— The SPEAI ore net 'ses motion t | variot — apna of the I insist vote her it is BRIDGE has be n question 
aoe Sa TAKER engros uesti o || 30 is Indi ulfilli es of t s for e Hous te orderi s in ord yu T en. 
’ not ; sse on , 185 1a Nuin the the c use The 8 ing er he 
nage to ro aibates to eee d and oon on soap and n tribes, for the t “a tant Mr. SPEA ‘he main move — rebar 
. 2 eng a. 2 1t y or sag’ . fi r th - pul : eps : 1] ti ° \ y ues ‘ rec 7 Oo 
M fross ecurri was 1. gree ora e atio art- | on ALB Lge Ss tion? cons ask 
Mr. Q sed rrin not greeing cor year aacenmiie! , in RID tis n? side 
i the t UILTN and r & upo agreed Mr cC votes ymimiitt endi with morre order GE tn ord r the 
uury h able MAN aibaiean ri: saree || Hous: SAM uo 9 Pa one aa sae he rw, tl that the ae 
: ‘ Mr Ok N mo third ti ering . use i 4 PBE etw conf ne eing at we the bi nen I 
. M ° ved tr 5 the . i/} me 1Insis fF oH erer } T x whi e ms vill mak 
will RR to ne bill nts of tu , of ouse ce |I a at w . eanail “a 
fF th not be, Id la : | co of pon of Ohi g there- || > moti e ar y ha y lie at 
@ this bi be oh y the bi jj epaden the S its d ue 1ere= || Mr ior e cal ve an ov ove mo- 
s bill , cons ope t bill 1H erence eni isagr » Em . SAG 1 was led no er till 
opposed T nme the ti u 7. — be ate greeme ove M + ri sno upo pportuni to- 
: # A the t —— — ia of the H res Mr. ST appointed that zs o aoe the || st, CLING MA the olen ma ven arr of 
nser~ sieaiiial h pill; ob consi oO . STAN upo con amend- tim = mew: AN cenainne . 
sissippi hope tl ; and e gen iderati use | NTON n the sunition of ie are w. The Iti gross 
at 8 w 1e moti as tle atio : N. e ver ee | The he is ed? 
mc — Sel dee ee did neon ——s The S tsp i I object part of = fh SPEAK e bill "ei eg ae 
vote The motion alan. ough ee ae nA a | mation PEAKER ION ides | the he question wa er een vente wee Nee 
also wel QUI was illo m Mi r. V a. atin T —AG | ¥ rmati was take objecti e thir 
. yon the TM not ught Mis- | . Wins > ge he AIN |) EAS ive— ake tior rd 
n the R the AN. agre to Mr. W sLow | ntler questi ‘ | Ber a} yea n3 a n con 
Mr. S$ motio I ed t pass i) fri . WINS w | t man fi tion I] be ison, I Mess as 104 nd it ies t 
; - call f = riend NSL o la fro rec | bell, Jol Sioiacn A ,n wi 00 
aie MITH ; or tl ii 3, | wi OW y the _ N urs 0 jj re » Johr gham > iken ays 8 as deci ate 
uneced of 1e onl » 1 with . e bill ie orth C n th | uthers ! P. C: , Burr . Allis 8: | cided i . 
es the \ Virgi yousa one dra At on Carolina || Cobl  Oeskie, Een a eS aieuiietbae 
i nd | time ade w tl the the roli iw © ie. Bs ell , Cadwe , Her lows 
N Tl and na vote ° ginia na etoc that 1em : rec » tab] na |! Vint ox, C C, gra 'y Lew valad sdlev & 8: 
, 1e SP — it is toc The al und consi moti oto! quest of e. | Ed er Da Crawtor Clark, Cl D. Cant aad Be 
* L ” Chai erste sider lor 1 to of “dm avis nd, C , Clingr Ca umes enne 
ry on o late AKE o lat Nair | tand r we 1 be la seve i| ene ndso . Day. D ulle ing mpbe U.c tt ; 
et having | Mr. G ing ell th caus y on the’ eral || ay tinios: Dean, Di ingmaay bell, Carl camp- 
? Mr upon a. ES o cal ving | r. QU gl 1e bi se I the al || He , Fos , Elliot an.% , Cumt Wil , Carlil np- 
f . . M la : he S l fi > on U [T upo . ill had - tab] | arris u ter, G t, EB y Jiek pack itlian ile, C 
| ti MILL yin hai or th the ti MA n it , and e, || He , Samp cote mins fd ck, D , Dav aon Be. W. 
n the on. SO g th : air thi e! — tab] N . co not } \| viTima mips nett , Eu owd avids Rn. W 
As . N e bill ink | The @, & a | uld rad Ww an, V: son W , Go stis. E ell, D san. : 
— great d this bill’ Tri ape s th Be e yea » and ci rene not v | Let Jone alentine | Ha ode, Gr Svans Dunn , Hent 
om- by eal : bill ise t n th e call i The 3 and all fo ew tl ; vote || etch s, Ke ne B rris. T reel s, Fauikn Durte y 
tian y whi of ti see oa ne tab] is | tl e que and na r the 16 moti » || sha er, L elly I. Forte i oes swood mer fee, 
, the ch tl me, I ms li privi e. 1e ne estlo ys we e ye otio y all, M: umpkin Kidw we. T. i rag Flor 
on of 1e Co ne >i m ikel ileged | gat nwa ere asa n to | 2 hoor arwe in, H vell, ¥ Jou fae Mor 
mmi ous ove t y to d qu | 1e-— 8 tak orde nd ne lay \| Pi oro, M vell, M umphe Knig ston, J arris, F rison 
—_ ‘Mr. D — e refu o reconsi cons es- || B EAS yeas 8 en; ¢ red ays || Bike, Be ae ae phrey M ght, Ki om Cae 
sentios AVIS of the a to nside sume a Bose —Messr 1, na ; and it : Sandid, well, Puy Mott a Kill arshall nowlt« t, Gaerne 
r n to ’ of M hol commi r the v Sowock., Head 3. Albri ays 106 was deci | Smitl we, Sav urvian ona ian M , Sam m, Kt ge 
yn of The reconsl ar e. it th ote | gan , Bre diey 8 ight Bs 5 as y ecided i 1) ah 1. Wil avage ce, Pu n, Orr iNler..8 vel & 10x, 
he mo . nsid yland e bill C wT adshe S. Henr all. I foll ed it ian, T' liam e, Sco iryea ; Packe Genith f Ma 
> had The bi tion w =~ 2 —s to | Jonni poe ieee » Barb ows: » |} mar albo Sini tt, Sew ; iieay Peek Milles. 
r th m | Ti ins. Cove D », rer t, B our : | a8 1, We tt. Ts th. W ewa andy . Peel ‘les ° 
read ill wa as ag e tab ove imotl , Covod . Ca anton ingh , Barel || Jiams alke ; Taylo ’ itm rd. She , Rite k, Perr i 
a thi s the reed t le. to la || Tho ny Davi e, Cri mpbell Broo am, B lay, H || Jol s, Wo r, War r, Und mR ee. rerinén hie, R TTyy 
3 the accordi ird ti n ord 8. y the | H mas J avis, De agin, Crai Cha m, Bufh shor. enry in V od, W aaa’ iderwo Bmitt an, Sa ufli, 
. 1 -D enver, rat flee iffin p, Bliss, | Ni » Wri ood Va od, V 1,8 amue ly 
M ngly ak ed t || Ki ges, I - Ful er, D ge, Dar Cle ton iss AYS ight raf, tkins , Valk pinne el A 
Mr. KE read ; and at be i ing , Hollo ler, Gr e W amnre awson, Burl : Henry ; ek Ror W s, We » Wi er, Sturt . 
» ond art vase tine cannes | Lee tty aaah | SSE ieee Ato ae 
_ Mr. B assage = 8 d, and s. Pexit, Pr a Daher et eae ©. Davis, yercnen , Billing see, Alton. Ba aniel B. W Wil. 
r.B sa mo e. sed \| Robi ettit on, N » Lei Hor , Harr ie. F is coat ‘aw rent iwhurs ler B it 
in thi LISS ge of th ve th »it'w |] mentees , Pring Morga ter, M ton, H rrison,” lagier, || Jacob ae Com B rst, Bi n, Ball . Wright 
ret in- it is qu . Ww e bil e€ previ as Tap iy Sabi igle, Q An, Mo ace. H oward: Herb ~ i Ethe y Dav olfax room, f shop, B , Barb« ght, 
ough arter e kn I. 10us bridce, The ms Sage wtman rrill, M umph » Ker ert, | Gal sridge Flagl Dent Comi suffint: liss, B mur, Be 
u ‘ t to ce It ow n 2 questi W ge, Ww wringto ge, Sa > Riec ott, P: rey Me nett | T lowa ? lagler enver 1ins, C on, B hocock arclay 
tatives : ndersta lie o has othi 10n | ashb aldron n, Ti pp, 8 aud arker arsha 9 | hom: y, Gri r. He , De W Yovod urling: . Bo '. 
ve nev ng N urne m, Ci 1urs imn » Robbi » Pe all, || Kn: nas | ange nry ¥ Vit ec. Crai game wie 
mbes ing ami _ 80 i rand er b abou AYS e, W adwi ton, T 10ns, S »bins nning- | nap t. Hort r, Hi M. Fulle: Die Sraige , Chat. 
’ id im be < een ; t th ie Bur S—M atson alade , Todd » Star s. Rob g- | Ma p, Ku ortotr arlar uller icksor , Da yaf- 
: e Mr the c ae prin prin e bill | b nett Ca essrs , Well ph ty Tvs yon, 8 nerts, || A rshall inkel ) ans Hert , Thor 1, Dod mrell 
ity for upo . QUIT onfusi ntam ted. ted ell, Cat eee s, Win Washburn’ Vv: Swope, | ndrew ¢ Millso Leite ard, I pert, F nas J d, Edie, 
| eas Ww » and ma arlile, C ade , Al slow ibur ail. Wal. || Pr w Oliv son er. I , Hu , Hodg _D.F ie 
or the n the MAN on of thi ure f; e ca an, W e, Cz ry J len w,a ne, E , Wal- || ingle ive , M Lind ghst ges ulle , 
e > can Cc > illiz aruthe ames , All nd W shi BF Sabin, ! Q r, Pa illw: ley on. K , Hol er 
ing, or he pass: . lea 18 H rom not umba jams ers, I 3 H.C ison ood mu B | Sabin uitn rker ard, ’ Mace en ieee 
e ll fi ou its r Di ck on R ’ Bays . Jan . Ber druff- "a l'a , Sage yan > Pel 9g i horas ce, neu we y 
aad The  teerybre of the bi or th oe ead- a Dov Davidson Ww ard-Cli ipbell ison, L —81. || > ppan Tac Sapp Rica ton, P gan, Aiexané King, 
ttee of M bill w na e bill e ye nglish »wdell son, H . Cobb arke. EB , John p srancl . ridge . Thorir pp, Sir ud, Re enning ™ forrill ander ie 
r. W as ys w 5 as a Foster, ¢ Et » Dun enry W Co izra C . Ca », || We , Wal igtor simmo »bbir gton, P ~ Nichols. 
= th IN read i = nd n ter, G herid n, D ry Wi Xx, Ore Hark amp- || ashbt dror 1, Th ns, Sti 1s, Rob Pou ichol 
House e tabl SLO in orde ays | Hall, J. allow ge, E urfee, E nter aoe » Cli {| ase Wa Cad urston, ‘ tanto oberts it, Po ¥ 
ba €, an Ww exte red e I, J. M ay, G Sustis, | sd davis d, © age | So tl , Wats wal 1, Tod n, Ste s, RK rer 
os a S , and 2 nso . min orris y, Garne s. Ev: 1unds . Day ‘alten. | the bi on aden © dd, 'T tews ahaa . 
uy a Mr -e ‘hn move to Kelly, cal Soren Garnett’ Goode,’ Foulk _ Day; Dean, | Pendi cae Wells, a ston Vat We 
ra a eer einen rien kata yareenwon te || cast ie the votes "ania ie 
any ts oi . I . th u M en kil amuel B , Ki on, ew .. Harris od, Au onee sastin u ioT” e, . ‘ins! att: 
e any v passa nquir rise e ye pon | orriso ilian 8.M night, K bet * ears Slave guatus ||" gm T sai “eat 
ve tae, aquire wh to as and | Perry, Pi ee sreiatt’ Mane Ee ed Mh pec Ae 'y va said: ce 
, con- un sitis eth a questi nd || Ri rry, P ichols er, 8 all, Mi ines. 6 w. i al. || @ consti ote-wh ae 
r such section on the not in er, thi estion itchi ike, P s, Nort Smith axwell, ene. Be keten | na to fuente mw desire 
s bi of Si e, Ruff owe on Miller, M Me ; Let 8, || stat sw r, if. to 
men n one two orde ill bei ord nort iffin oH. Pury Aaitww O; \ oMulli nae. || Th et ere , if, for i es 
a sec ; r to be er. | Smi er, S 1, Sa ? urviz rew r.. lillw ullin r, | e : om to , or low 
= oe ne ll ora pete sea Sa as ares He | ome. semen 
avo n secti ill para Wh 2 a r St Smith le, Sco ar, R ie er, P. ’ i} 1 ~ ani fed noi petti ,oneo > 
eS ctl » fi te | eele de, Stewart, | Willis ut, S eade, | eck / fr. E ti o in ion f 
P the first eectior rat upon Zollicofte Sie fics a | Sab ee e not in onder to eo 
tion entle So —106. 7” Willi se or i » Willi an. || bill ub sider the h er to 
wh P the H lays er, W : Unde R | bil sequ the bi en I det 
Oo ar P. 7 Oo ’ Wo arn nderw . | | Vv ent] ill sh pate 
e endi user od, W er, W woo: | ’ oted y M ‘é all decli 
Ss efu , Wood) Vatkins, M oe i, magi ecli 
Mr. ing the vote tolay the bi worth, and Ate. Meat ELI Extiorr, aft ne to vote © 
e ? , 
sta illon vote when hi N er readi 
r. L . h .CLA e bi was tif } 
AES YS ad been RKE -. called, h ve had | 
x ee disiditherste! sof Ne » he would peen 
a nt w Y ah 
M ve wh Oo ay 
r. vo en hi rk 8 
H ted * h , Sta 
RSHA ”? a if he 
Ly 1 alled 
move to , he 
ser 


not in 
favo r 
of the 
last 













fined 
to hi 
his bed by sick 
ness. 








| the-vo 
te b 
y whi 
ich the bill befo 
re the H 
ouse w 
as 





— 


- - - ° ate ee eee “ . % ‘ te - ° —_ 
——— ON A RE AO LE De LRG STN i IE PLL LEI LILI DY EET OE AO NE I INE. oy NET PO ES DS Cola La NM en 


enn 


—ae 


eee 


each ihe 


a eettetiapean ascent 


ae " 


ER 


. 


out 


mee 


twin 


cm 


art 


5 ne! 
oe 


Nita 


~ 
tele ew 


kee 


Pp oe 4, 


she 


hoa 
oP Bikey giv io 1S 


F 5] 


* Lawyers frequently take contingent fees; so much | 








passed. I voted in the affirmative on the passage || frequently made such myself during my 


of the bill for the purpose of being enabled there- | 
by to make this motion. 


cannot arrest this species of legislation, before 


the subject passes from the consideration of the | client as well as attorney or agent. 


House. 
In the first place, Mr. Speaker, I have had no 


opportunity to see this bill before this morning, 
and while the House had the subject under con- 
sideration. It may as well be known to the 
American people, that while this important meas- 
ure was before the House, and being passed 
through the forms of legislation, gentlemen were 
clustered in squads through the Hall catching a | 
limpse—a first look—at the bill. I do not be- 
1eve that another copy was in the House than 
this which I hold in my hand; and this one came | 
here, I am informed, pasted in the report of the | 
select committee. I respectfully submit, then, | 
to the House, that a bill ought never to be passed 
here under such circumstances. Such a bill as | 
this should not, under any circumstances, become 
a law, or receive the sanction of this House. I 
cannot believe that it meets the approbation of | 
the distinguished gentlemen who introduced it. 
They, surely, have not considered the scope and 
effect of this measure. On the face of the bill 
appears an attempt to denounce contracts made 
on the contingencies of legislation as champer- 
tous and void, even when made by citizens in the 
country, who are not members of Congress, have 
no connection with Congress, and no obligations 
or duties to be redeemed or performed within 
these walls. 
phraseology to secure even this point. It does 
not attack champertous bargains, yet goes much 
further. I read from the first section of the bill: 

« Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 


of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
no person shall, directly or indirectly, offer or agree to give 


any money or other valuable thing, or security for any | 


money or other valuable thing, to any person for the service | 
of such person, or of any other person, in aiding or advo- 
cating or procuring the passage or defeat of any measure | 
before either House of Congress, or any committee of cither 
House, to be paid or delivered on the contingency of the 
passage or defeat of any measure before either House of 
Congress, or befure any committee of either House.” 


Gentlemen sa¥ that the prohibition of this | 
clause extends only to champertous cases; that it 
denounces only contracts made contingent upon | 
the success or defeat of legislative propositions. 
It assumes that it may be well enough to employ | 
a man ata certain fee to procure the passage of | 
a bill, or to defeat the passage of a bill; but that | 
it becomes a very grave offense when he is em- | 
ployed for a contingent fee. Did the authors of 
this bill mean to go no further than to denounce | 
the practice of engagem€nts for contingent com- | 
pensations? Are we then arrived at the point 
when we feel it to be a public duty to interfere in | 
the manner of making contracts between the | 
people of this country, as to the advocacy or op- | 
position which shall be made to measures that 
may be brought forward for the attention of Con- 
gress, yet are we to bound our superlative moral- | 
ity-by the distinction between a certain fee and a | 
contingent fee? Do you mean to enact that the | 
attorney or agent may act for twenty dollars in | 
hand, and be esteemed a gentleman, but if he | 
takes a hundred dollars, in case of success, he is 
to be denounced as aculprit? Why, Mr. Speaker, | 
contingent feces are not always champertous. | 
Champerty is denounced because the party con- 
tracts for part of the matter in litigation, or that 
waits decision, and the law denounces it because | 
it tends to promote litigation, and offers induce- 
ment to fraud or perjury. But it is not so with 
a contingent compensation not to be paid out of 
the matter in dispute; there the bargain rests upon 
the happening of an event, and the party gathers | 
his reward from the other party, and not out of 
the fund which is submitted to adjudication. 
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in case such a decree is rendered, so much more | 
in the event of another result being attained, or 
so much less should no favorable result be ac- | 
complished. Nothing is more common in the | 
country than for attorney and client to contract 
on the basis of a percentage upon the amount | 
which shall be the result of a litigation, and | | 
am not ready to denounce such a practice as either | 
immoral, or so unworthy as to deserve condign | 
ishment. I know such contracts are fi pent | 
in the State from which I come, and I have | 


But the bill does not contain the | 


; practice 
of law; indeed, this class of contracts is frequent- 


I wanted to see if I || ly preferred to certain fees, and not unfrequently 


is both most convenient and agreeable to parties, 
Certainly, 


| I think, if persons may make any contract at || 


all touching business which is to come before 
Congress, or is pendigm before Co » we need 
not expend legisla nergy on he distinction 
between certain and uncertain or contingent con- 
tracts as the measure of compensation. That 
matter may as well be left to the determination of 
the parties interested, without any congressional 
interference whatever. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit any criticism upon the 
work of the select committee with great diffidence, 
more especially since they have been heralded to 
the whole Union as a combination of rare talent 
and most enlarged juridical experience; but I will 
venture to suggest that, if the object of this bill 
was to strike at champerty, they have missed the 
point altogether, and have only denounced the 
taking of contingent fees. They do not denounce 
this class of engagement when it shall occur be- 
tween members of Congress and persons having 
business before Congress; the bill does not point 
in that direction at all, nor need it to have done 
8O, Since that is now a criminal offense denounced 
by the existing law, and applicable to all mem- 
bers who have taken the oath of office. Whether 
a law should be made to prevent an engagement 
touching a measure that may come before a Con- 
gress to which an individual is elected, but into 
which he has not yet been inducted or sworn, 
does not seem to have occurred to the select com- 
mittee; at least that case is not embraced by this 
bill. This bill, in the clause I have read, only 
denounces a contingent bargain, while it does not 
turn the frowns of the law upon a certain stipu- 
lated amount, when fixed as compensation. The 
bill, then, has no reference to members of Con- 
gress; it operates in quite another direction, and 
seems to embrace transactions occurring, or to 
occur, in the country between lawyer and client, 
or principal and agent, where the subject-matter 
to which the transaction relates is likely to be- 
come, or in fact has become, a subject for con- 
gressional consideration. 

In this view I ask Representatives to contem- 
plate the probable effect of thisact. Why, I could 
not sitin my office at Louisville, and be employed 
by any man to write his papers preparatory to an 
applicauion to Congress, without subjecting my- 
self, as well as the memorialist, to the penalty of 
imprisonment and fine, under this bill. Observe 
the next clause of the first section. It reads as 
follows: 

** And that no person shall agree to accept or receive, or 
shall accept or receive, any money or other valuable thing for 
aiding or advocating or procuring the passage or defeat of 
any measure before either House of Congress, or before any 
committee of either House; and that every bargain, con- 
tract, or security, for any such Papen on any such 
contingency, and all shifts and cOntrivances te cover or 
conceal such bargain, are hereby declared null and void; 
and the parties to any such bargain, contract, agreement, 
or understanding, as well the party to pay as the party to 
receive the money or other valuable thing, or security 
therefor, on any such contingency as is above indicated, are 
hereby declared guilty ofa misdemeanor ; and on conviction 
thereof before any court of the United States having juris- 
diction of the said offense, shall suffer imprisonment in the 
common jail for not less than six months nor more than one 


year, and be subject to a fine of not less than one hundred 
dollars nor more than one thousand dollars.” 


The idea of a contingency is here dropped; and 
the prohibition against accepting any kind of com- 
eo for the advocacy of any measure that is 

rought before Congress becomes absolute. Do 
you propose to put a citizen in the penitentiary, 
or the common jail, for accepting compensation 
to advocate a measure pending before a commit- 
tee, no matter what its character? Would you 
imprison counsel who would, for a pecuniary 
reward, agree to appear before a congressional 
committee for his neighbor or his friend? Who 
ever heard of such a law as thisin a free country, 
or even in a despotism’ What! shall Congress 
essay the task of erecting itself into an immacu- 
late tribunal that cannot be approached by Amer- 
ican citizens, whether for the redress of theirown 
grievances or for those of their friends or employ- 
ers? I tell you frankly, Mr. Speaker, there is « 
limit to the powers of Congress, and if exceed 


that limit the American people will laugh your 
law to utter scorn, eon te terms ches 
part of the bill that I am now discussing. What 
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penalties are here! It says, to the conducter of 


| the lic press—in these latter days mis-st 
Spailiom ofl ied 


** the pall vil liberty ’—** You shail not, 
for a reward, advocate or.resist any measure 
It. says to the attor. 
ou shall not accepta fee to attend to an 
business before Congress.’’ It says to the agentin 
the Court of Claims, ‘* When your measure come, 
before Congress, you must oe your reward or 
leave your bill to the mercy of a congressional 
committee, without explanation by you of its 
merits or the reasons for its passage. We ary 
immaculate; and when Congress is in session no 
man whose garments are stained by the odor of 
compensation for his services, shall draw nigh 
under the pain of being put into the penitentiary?” 

Sir, in the old time, Congress made it sedition 
to speak or write freely about this body. Have 
we 80 soon come back to the era when you think 
it safe to pass a new sedition act? Can we not 
bear the criticisms of the press, that we must 
break our necks to pass a law likethis? Are we 
so delicate that we shrink if the air of Heaven 
breathes on us too roughly? Do you imagine, 
sir, that purity is to be let here on a policy of insur- 
ance, aan the premium to be paid is to consist of 
pains and penal sanctions against such as make 
any contracts between themselves touching busi- 
ness this body may be called on to transact? Do 
you mean to pass an act to imprison a Citizen for 
advocating a measure, no matter how just and 
proper it may be, or for resisting a measure, no 
matter how iniquitous it may be,1f he receives 
or stipulates for any compensation for his time, 
trouble, or capacity? Did the select committee 
think this bill was the proper sequel of their labors) 
Mr. Speaker, when Utopia shall become a reality, 
the community of these States may possibly arise 
to that perfect state in which such penalties may 
become proper for such acts as the bill denounces; 
not at oan. But let me pass on. The next 
section of the bill reads as follows: 

“Sec. 2. That no person having any interest in the pas- 
sage or defeat of any measure before either House of Con- 
gress, and no agent or person acting for or representing any 
other person as agent or attorney, in law or in fact, for pro- 
curing, aiding, or advocating the passage or defeat of any 
measure before either House of Congress, or before any 
comuniitee of either House, shall approach, converse with, 
or explain to, orin any manner attempt to influence any 
member of either House relative to such measure, without 
first distinctly disclosing to such member whether he is 
interested personally in his own rightora agent for any 
other person in the passage or defeat of such measure ; and 
any person who shall violate the provisions of this section 
is hereby declared guilty of a misdemeanor, and on convio- 
tion thereof before any court of the United States be pun- 
ished by imprisonment for not less than one month nor more 
than one year, and by a fine of not less than $100, nor more 
than $1,000.” - 

What is the gist of this section? Mark well: 
It is not thata member shall not be approached, 
but that he shall not be “ approsthel” by any 
party who does not disclose his interest! Why should 
Congress pass such a provision? Suppose my 
constituent should approach me, being inimical 
to me, to abuse me for my course on a measure 
pending before Congress: do you imagine I would 
consent tO put him in the penitentiary for it? 
No, sir. So long as he does not insult me, he 
has a right, as one of the people, to talk to me 
or about me in connection with public affairs, as 
he chooses, and I stand by his right to do so here 
andelsewhere. Should he ‘“‘ approach”’ me toad- 
vise me as a friend, and forget to tell me whethet 
he had a personal interest in the subject on which 
he proposed to converse, I should dislike to feel 
that it was my duty, as one of the lawmakers of 
the land, to inform him that he ought to go to the 
penitenuary! Ah! but gentlemen say, let him 
then disclose his interest. I suppose, then, the se- 
lect committee means to say when he discloses his 
interest he may approach and converse with the 
members as aaa as he chooses, and it will be all 

ight. What is the purpose of this distinction! 
oO viously to protect the members of Congress 
from their own want of discrimination as to the 
real merits of a subject proposed for their action, 
by showing them whether the person who talks 
of the subject is interested in it or not—a sort 0 
finger-post to guide the discretion of the member 
—a caveat against imposition upon the men who are 
selected to guide the policy and control the insti- 
tutions of a great country! Imagine a case under 
the law. One who has taken a certain fee to 0 
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to converse. ‘‘ I come, sir,’’ says he, “to 
converse with you about a certain bill. 1 am in- | 
terested in it as an agent for the persons named in | 
the bill.” ** Be seated, sir,” I reply; ** that being | 
the case, I can properly hear you.’’? While we | 
are engaged another comes in and engages in the 
conversation, or my friend being in the room, | 
engages also in the advocacy of the man’s claim | 
without disclosing any interest he has as principal 
or agent—indeed, having no interest to disclose— 
I am to say to him, (am I?) that he renders him- 
self teeebz & fit ae for the prison. 
Mr. KUNKEL. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. I yield for that pur- 


ose. 
P Mr. KUNKEL. I should like to know when 
a constituent of a member of Congress writes to 
him, in relation to a bill pending before Congress, 
withoat stating his connection with it, whether 
he would not come within the purview of this bill ? 
It says: ‘‘converse with,’’ or ‘*approach,”’ or 
‘‘in any other way,’’—— 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. 
attempt to influence.”’ 

Mr. KUNKEL. Yes, sir. There is not a 
constituent at home, who writes here, urging 
upon his member to support, or resist a particular 
measure, without disclosing more, who is not 
subject to be punished under the second section. 

Mr. LINDLEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask 
the gentleman a question, and get his opinion on 
one point involved in thislaw. Itis this. The 
decision of the Court of Claims is not final, but 
claims allowed by it must be approved by Con- 

ress. Is not that court, then, a quasi committee? | 
Sie the success of a claim before that court 
will much influence its passage by Congress. In 
either view will not this law prohibit an attorney 
to advocate a claim before that court for pay ? 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. The questions of my 
friends will be answered by the verbiage of the 
bill. The second section requires every person 
who approaches, or in any way seeks to influ- 
ence, a member of Congress in relation to an 
matter pending before Congress, to approach 

uardedly, and to proclaim as he comes whether | 
e is disinterested or not. If he says he is disin- 


Or in any ma.uner 


terested in what he is about to observe, then I am 
at some loss to know whether he has a right to 
proceed or not; but if he says he is interested, he 
must say whether as principal or agent, whether 
as a lawyer or attorney, or in what capacity; and 
until that point is settled he has no right to pro- 
ceed, and it would be improper for the member 
to hear. Should he inform the member falsely 
that he has no interest, when in fact he has an 
interest in seeking to influence his opinion touch- 
ing the measure on which he proposes to con- 
verse, [ suppose the member may then with pro- 
priety hear him, though the man would in such 
case be liable to fine and imprisonment, provided 
the member finds out he had an interest. The great 
object of this enactment is to make the citizen 
who approaches a member of Congress disclose 
the capacity in which he presents himself when 
he attempts to talk to him about business before 
Congress. When he has done that he may talk, 
but not before. It will not only be a breach of 
etiquette, but a high misdemeanor for which he 
may be sent to prison. It is a new branch of 
privilege to be secured by law. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Does notan attorney have 
to disclose in your courts the interest he has when | 
he appears in the courts for a litigant? 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. But in my country | 
there is no law to put him in the prison should 
he fail to state the fact when he ‘* approaches” 
the court to address himself to the cause. The 
attorney marks himself on the docket sometimes 
and sometimes he does not. Iam not aware that 
he runs the risk of fine or imprisonment by an 
omission to do so. 

__ | was about observing, when interrupted, that 
if there is any necessity for such a law as this, 
this bill does not meet it. The quantum of in- 
pt op not be disclosed—the = of eee 
whether pecuniary or patriotic merely, not 
be disclosed. 4: wah peatetinies cor hes as 
amicus patria, and wants to confer about a great 
public measure. Must he begin, sir, with a 
preliminary declaration of his patriotic pu 8 
and of the absence of all selfish motive? Of all 
cases in which the member is most likely to be 
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the persons pretend to be animated only by patri- || before this House than that which involves the 


otic considerations. Here comesa proposition to rl 
connect two continents by a telegraphic wire—a | 
most striking and novel proposition—and cor sid- |} 
erations are stated which make the heart throb || 
with quickened pulsation—all for philanthropy— || 
and nobody has any selfish aim in it. How is }} 
the advocate to disclose his interestin such a case, 
in order to approach the’ member? How much | 
wiser will the member be after he has disclosed 
his interest? 

It must be palpable that, if there is any use 
for legal enactments to guard the points sug- 
gested by this act, the select committee have not 
produced such a bill as should go upon the stat- 
ufe-book. It has no provisions that are not most 
easy of evasion, while its penal sanctions may be 
perverted to the oppression of the people. Still, 
sir, this House has passed that bill to a law, so 
far as this House can exert the power to make a 
law. Edo hope the House will retrace its steps. 
In the name of common sense, what does the 
country want with any law on such a subject as 
this; or, if such a law is desirable, what do you 
want with such a law as this? What difference 
does it make to me in what capacity a man 
approaches me when he comes to converse with 
me about a measure pending before Congress ? 
Does not every gentleman act upon his own 
judgment in voting upon pending questions? Are 
we not to vote under the solemnity of an oath? 
And if that will not bind us, do you imagine a 
statute will bind us? Who here wants a guardian 
to prevent him from being imposed on by the ad- 
vocacy or resistance he may hear touching meas- 
ures pending before Congress? Does not every 
man here investigate proof, and hear all the argu- 
ment, before he decides upona proposition? We 
should pass a law that the testimony should be 
all true that we see, and should know that the 
witness is always disinterested and above suspi- 













| traordinary legislation. 


liberties and rights of the citizens of the United 
States. 

This is the second bill of a general nature that 
has come from this committee; and—I speak it 
with no disrespect to the snmenitne-cbot seem 
to me to present to this House strange anid ex- 
The first bill, which 
passed some days since, provided for unusual pen- 


,alties against witnesses, and changed the great 
| rules of evidence which have long prevailed in 


courts of justice. I do not hesitate to say, that 
whenever the severe provisions of that bill shall 
be attempted to be carried into operation, it will 
meet with the fate of the alien and sedition laws 
of 1797. 

This bili is of a similar character. It comes 
before the House under a state of excitement not 
favorable to prudent legislation. Some may be 
influenced by just indignation at the improper 


| interference of lobby members and claim agents; 
| and I fear there are some who are not entirely 
| free from the apprehension that by opposing this 
bill they may be considered by the country as not 
entertaining a sufficient! 
| against corruption in the Halls of Congress. For 


virtuous indignation 


myself, lam ready to stand up against public 
clamor, and do what is right; because I do not 
fear that any of my countrymen will suspect me 
of countenancing, in any shape, corruption, or 
attempting to screen those wifo may contemplate 
any undue influence on the action of members of 
Congress. Had the committee introduced a bill 
which, in my judgment, would strike at corrup- 
tion or improper influences upon members of 
| Congress, | would not have said a word, or strug- 
gled as I have done to get the mature consider- 
ation of this House upon the provisions of this 
bill. 

But, sir, does this bill propose to prevent merely 





cion, else we may be deceived. 

Mr. Speaker, | am not the more favorably im- 
pressed with this law because of the circumstances 
which suggested it. Ido not like to pass laws 
unnecessarily, nor to pass them in a hurry, or 
under the influence of popular clamor. This Hall 
should be the theater for calm deliberation, and 
when the voice of Congress is heard proclaiming 
alaw to the people, our course should afford a 
guarantee to our constituents that the law has been 
called for by some public necessity, and is founded 
on some policy that has been maturely considered. 
If a law is desirable to prevent Congress from 
being troubled with agents and a lobby influence, 
pass a law and enforce it, to keep all such people 
outside of these Halls. Pass a law that such per- 
sons shall not enter the Capitol, if necessary; but 
do not seek to interfere with the people in their 
intercourse with each other in the country. They 
will not stand it. Men who are sent here surely 
should not be afraid of whatever conversation 
they think proper to indulge in; and do not want 
a law to keep them from being troubled by im- 
proper or selfish advances to their confidence. I 
am sure the people demand no such law. 

The gentleman who called up this bill said, if I 
remember correctly, that the committee did not 
expect it to become a law this session—that it 
was only a beginning of legislation the commit- 
tee desired to see carried out. I understood that 
this bill was put up to be looked at, not to be 
enacted. It has not assumed its shape, yet, Mr. 
Speaker; it is not ‘‘ half made up’’—and the 

ouse has been precipitate in urging it through 
the forms of legislation. The country will give 
us no credit for such an enactment, and I should 
say,as I do here with pleasure, I do-not hold the 
select committee, or the member from Maryland, 

Mr. Davis,] exactly responsible for the bill; for 
its friends presented it to the House with the qual- 
ification that they did not expect it to be now con- 
sidered, and-did not choose to urge it as entirely 
matured; while the chairman, [Mr. Ketsey,) this 
morning said distinctly that the measure was in 
no condition to be passed. It commanded, how- 
ever, a hasty vote, and I hope the House will 
feel the propriety of retracing its march, and of 
defeating the bill. I will not detain the House 
any longer from the vote. 

Mr. UITMAN. I would not detain the 
Hotse for a moment at this late period of the 
session, but that I consider that there is no meas- 





corrupt influence upon members of Congress? 
No, sir, the bill goes further, and proposes to 


| suppress and punish by fine and imprisonment 


attempts to influence the legislation of Congress, 
when the exercise of such influence may be per- 
fectly right and proper. Thijs, in my opinion, 
conflicts with rights which secured by the 
Constitution of the United States to every man 
—the right to influence the legislation of the Con- 
gress of the United States both upon public and 
private bills. Is not every citizen of our country 
entitled, not only to make his views known upon 
every measure which may be before Congress, 
but to come here and use every proper influence 
he may possess, by argument or otherwise, to 
carry or defeat any measure which may be before 
us for consideration? Especially is he authorized 
to use that influence to affect the action of his 
representatives in Congress. When a person ap- 
proaches me to advocate e measure of private or 

ublic interest, it matters not to me whether he 

e induced so todo by public or private interest. 
I have nothing to do with his motives. His rea- 
sons and his arguments are not weakened or 
strengthened by his interest. There may be 
sometimes occasions in the investigation of private 
claims to employ an attorney. The claimant may 
not have the time or ability to make the investi- 
gations and present his claim properly, and law- 
yers are not in the habit of performing such ser- 
vices without compensation. 

Mr. Speaker, in the indulgence of our virtuous 
indignation against claim agents, I fear that we 
forget who we are. Weare simply the represent- 
atives of the people; and every man in te United 
States has the right to come here and address 
proper argumcnts, and use all proper influences 
to every member of Congress, to secure the pas- 
sage, or to defeat any bill before Congress. In- 
deed, it is his duty to do so, if he thinks that he 
can thereby promote public interests, or private 
justice. hy, Mr. Speaker, if we are to be cut 
off from using the agency of attorneys who are 
acquainted with the rules and practices of the 
legislation of Congress, we debar the ignorant 
and unenlightened who are unacquainted with the 
business of the Departments, now exceeding| 
coniplicated, from using the services of the skill- 
ful agents they may find here, to attend to their 
business. The law does not say influences used 
‘* corruptly”? and ‘‘improperly.’’ No, sir, but 
it includes influences presented nanan We 
are ealled upon to deprive citizens of the right 
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which they have in a court of justice—the right 
to employ attorneys, to undertake to prepare a H 


ee 


—_——— ae eee 








case and advocate it with honest and just reasons, |° 


and to present those reasons to thisbody. Why 


should members of Congress refuse to listen to | 
all arguments and reasons, because urged by at- 
torneys or agents paid for such services? Do 


they fear that they themselves will be influenced || 
by improper considerations ? 

1 ask where this kind of legislation is to end? | 
It is now proposed to exclude from interference 
persons having a pecuniary interest. Next, I 
suppose, they would exclude the man who hasa 
sectional interest, and next the man who has a 

olitical interest in the question, from coming 
hate for the purpose of sdveenting or approving 
any measure. I am opposed to all attempts at | 
curtailing the right of a citizen to come here and 
advocate or oppose any measure, public or pri- 
vate. And where will you stop if you once begin 
such a system? But, Mr. Speaker, I will not 
multiply arguments on this subject. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. H. Marsuart] has 
well said that there is in the first section of the 
bill an independent clause ffom all the others, 
which makes it-penal on the part of any person 
to embark, for a pecuniary consideration, in the 
prosecution of any claim before Congress, in any 
shape whatever. 

1 will pass on toanother and more serious ob- 
jection. Whence do we get the power of thus | 
muluplying and creating new crimes? Where do | 
you find in the Constitution such power given to 
the Federal Government? This Government has | 
not general jurisdiction over crimes and their pun- 
ishment. The framets of the Constitution clearly 
intended to limit the power of Congress on this | 
subject. They declared in what cases Congress 
should be permitted to establish the punishment | 
of crimes and offenses, thus leaving the inference 
that this power was limited to those cases. But 
we have already passed a law which, in reference 
to prosecutions or investigations before Congress 
or committees, establishes new rules of evidence, 
and punishes severely those who may not comply 
with the severe rules of the law. We are now 
going a step furthar. We are carrying the cen- 
tral power of this *Preat Government down to the 
States, and to the domestic circles of the people. 
We are making new classes of offenses, and 
stretching our powers so far as to invade the rights 
of the States, and bring the relations of private 
society under our jurisdiction; for, Mr. Speaker, 
if Congress has power to make new crimes and 
offenses out of the relations of the constituent and | 
his representative in Congress—if it has power | 
to reculate the intercourse between them, I ask | 
whether there is any limit to the power of Con- 
gress? 1, for one, am opposed to the increase and 
multiplication of constructive crimes by law. I 
think it is a bad sort of legislation in the States, 
and a usurpation on the part of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, to create a new branch of offenses out | 
of the relations which may possibly grow out of 
the connection of this Government with the States 
and the people. I see no difference between this 
and the attempt by Congress, at one period of 
our history, to make it punishable by fine and | 
imprisonment to utter language disrespectful to | 
the President or the heads of Departments. I 
see no difference between this class of legislation 
and the alien and sedition law. I hope, there- | 
fore, the House will reconsider the vote. | 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. The committee | 
recommended to the House the consideration of | 
this law as in some measure tending to redress 
evils which occasioned the House to raise that | 
committee. ‘The committee did not press on the | 
House the consideration of the bill at this time. 
It was put on its passage by the motion of some 
other gentleman. Now that it is on its passage, 
I may be allowed to explain what I think has been 
very seriously misapprehended—the precise effect 
which the law is to accomplish, if it be passed. 

The first section is carrying out into a positive 
law this sentence in the opinion of the Supreme 
Court--that all contracts for a contingent com- 
pensation for obtaining legislation, or to use per- 
sons or any secret or sinister influence over legis- 
lators are void by the policy of the law; and sec- 
ondly, that secrecy as to the character under 
which the agent or golicitor acts tends to dissipa- 
tion, and is immoral and fraudulent. And I beg |, 


| ences shall be punishable, so that when gentle- 
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reputation of the House of Representatives has, 
within the last few years, descended many de- 
grees in the opinion of the people; and it is the || 
effort of the committee, in reporting this law, to || 
enact that hereafter the exercise of these influ- |) 


men shall be approached by influences of this || 
kind, they cannot only throw them off, but bring | 
them to the notice of the country, so that they || 
will not be repeated. 
The first section of the bill punishes the bar- 
gaining to receive, or the actual receiving of any 
compensation contingently paid on the passage or 
defeat of any bill. That is now contrary to the 
existing law of the land; and the only change 
which that section makes, is to make that thing 
penal. I ask gentlemen here if it is not some- 
thing which ought to be made penal, that a man 
should come to influence the conduct of gentlemen 
in this House, not by fair and open communica- 
tion, but by approaches prompted by heavy con- 
tingent compensation, depending on the passage 
of the bill which he is advocating, so that he may 
be enabled to pay fifty, a hundred, or two hun- 
dred thousand dollars—as is said to have been 
the case with reference to the Collins steamer bill 
a year or two ago—out of the money to be appro- 
priated in this House, which, in that case, con- 
stitutes a corruption fund to destroy the public 
influence of the House, and pervert the course of 
public legislation? If the bill proposes to make 
a contingent compensation penal, it is only for 
receiving or bargaining to receive the compensa- 


_ tion contingent on the passage or defeat of a bill here, 


or for aiding in the passage or defeat of it, that it 
is rendered penal, and no other. 
Well, sir, is it punishable in the penitentiary? 


| The law says ** in the common jail,’’ and not in 
the penitentiary. It is a misdemeanor, and nota 
felony. It is nota harsh punishment. I think 


it is a moderate punishment, to secure the purity 
of legislation. ee for lack of it, more than one 
State in this Union is now laboring under an im- 
mense load of debt, brought about by enormous 
combinations of secret conspirators against the 
public good, to be paid out of the very plunder 
that is stolen from the Treasury. Nothing of the 
kind. The enly right which any member has, 
or which any man in the country has, is that 
guarantied to him to petition Congress; and the 
right of petitioning Congress is not touched by 
the bill. It says that ** no person having an in- 
terest in any measure’’ shall do so and so. ‘* Oh, 
but’’—say gentlemen—** if we are engaged on the 
subject of duties on wool, a gentleman having a 
flock of sheep is interested in the variation of the 


_ tariff.’ The interest here means legal interest 


depending on the bill, and growing directly from 
it. It means that kind of interest which, under 
the rules of the House, excludes a man from 
voting. Lam surrounded by gentlemen who are 
sheep-growers, and merchants, and importers and 
manufacturers; but for weeks and weeks, while 
we were disagreeing and voting on the tariff bill, 
nobody ever dreamed of their being excluded by 
the rules of the House. 

Mr. STANTON. I would be glad to know 
of the gentleman from Maryland whether a stock- 
holder in a railroad corporation, for which a bill 
granting land was before Congress, would not be 
included within the terms of this bill? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Most undoubt- 
edly; and that interest would preclude any gen- 
tieman on this floor from casting his vote upon 
such a bill. It would be scandalous legislation 
that would permit any gentleman, directly inter- 
ested in a grant of the — domain, to vote 
upon the bill making such grant. 

Mr. STANTON. One question more I wish 
to ask the gentleman from Maryland, whether a 

rson engaged in manufacturing, and interested 
in change of duty upon the article manufactured, 
would not also be included within this bill? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Most clearly not; 


because that is a subject of public legislation in 
_which the manufacturer can have no direct legal 


personal interest. Such an interest would not 
touch gentlemen upon this floor, who have been 
voting within the last three weeks upon the 
tariff. No man has dreamed that he was excluded 
from voting upon that bill on account of nal 
interest. [t is a direct legal personal interest, 
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| of the allowance of that style of influence that the || this bill. Every man has an interest in a public 


act. Every man is interested in general lecis|a. 
tion. Every man is interested in whatever affects 
a public interest of any kind. Whoever sy 
posed that a member of this House, having the 
same interest in a measure as every citizen of the 
country, was prohibited from voting on that 
measure? If gentlemen in this House are pro. 
hibited from voting upon measures in which they 
have an interest in common with every citizen of 
the country, no gentleman could vote upon any 
general measure before Congress. 

Well, sir, is it like the case arising in court, 
which has been mentioned here, where an attor-. 
ney gives his opinion amicus curie@? I undertake 
to say that there is not a court in the country 
where, if a person who was retained as counse| 
in the case, or was personally interested in the 
ease, should give advice to the court amicus curia, 
he would not be stricken from the roll.” This 
case was cited in m oe as an illustration 
before Chief Justice Taney. It was cited by Rey. 
erdy Johnson as an extreme case of palpable bad 
faith, and all the parties in the trial assented. 

Well, sir, I ask the question, in reference to 
the bill before us, is it right for a person to in- 
sinuate himself into the confidence of a member 
of Congress, under the guise of a disinterested 
man, for the purpose of inducing the member to 
vote for a measure in which he was personally 
interested? Hisadvice would be listened to with 
much less distrust if itcame from a man who was 
here merely as a patriot, at his own expense, for 
the public good, as a legislative schoolmaster for 
teaching members of Congress how to legislate. 
Sir, when a man comes under such a guise for 
the purpose of inducing a member of Congress to 
vote for a measure in which he has a personal 
interest, I say that, be he who he may, unless it 
is an accident, he is guilty of a fraud that no 
honorable man would perpetrate. Sir, the object 
and effect of the bill is to make legislation public 
and not private; to make legislation open and not 
secret; honest and not dishonest; to clear away 
the clouds that have been hanging over the repu- 
tation of this House. It is with that view alone 
that this bill has been reported. In my judgment, 
it accomplishes that purpose. I now move tolay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. DOWDELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
poreee rn to the gentleman from Mary- 
and, [Mr. Davis,] to ascertain the construction 
— by the committee to the first section of this 

ill. Before doing so, however, permit me to say 
that just now I voted for the bill upon hearing it 
read at the Clerk’s desk, because I approved of 
what I considered its object, viz: to guard Con- 
—< and the people against corrupt influences. 

ince a more careful examination of its provisions, 
I am apprehensive that the language is not sufii- 
ciently guarded to reach its object without involv- 
ing important rights of the citizen.- Under this 
impression, whilst I am prepared to go to any 
legitimate length to throw proper guards around 
this body and prevent all corrupt influences, a 
sacred regard to the rights of the citizen must be 
maintained. Unless I miscontrue the first section, 
after a careful reading, I believe that injustice may 
be done to the people, and shall therefore vote to 
reconsider the Pintin order to its reference to the 
Judiciary Committee for perfecting and amend- 


ing it. 

‘My question is this. Suppose, sir, a constit- 
uent of mine who resides at a great distance from 
the national capital holds a just and proper claim 
against the Government, which requires for its 
payment the passage of an act; that he is unable, 
for the want of time and means, to be here to 
attend to his case; that, thus situated, he employs 
an attorney or agent to fairly explain and present 
his claim for consideration: now I want to know, 
if he should promise to remunerate his emey 
or agent out of the proceeds of said claim if al- 
lowed, whether he would be subject to the penal- 
ties prescribed in the first section? It oe pom to 
me that he might be, and therefore I shall vote to 
reconsider. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Such a contract 
is now, by existing law, illegal, and so decided 
by the Supreme Court of the United States. This 
law only makes it punishable. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I ask the gentleman from 


| Maryland to withdraw the call for the previous 


leave to express my judgment that it 1s because || which alone can be affected by the provisions of || question to allow me to propound a question. 
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Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I will withdraw | 
the call for that purpose. | 
Mr. BOCOCK. I proposed, before the vote was | 
originally taken upon this bill, that the vote should | 
be taken separately upon each of the two sections, || 
which was prevented by the objection of the gen- 
tleman from New York. I did it for the reason 
that I thought a majority of the House might 
think one section objectionable, and the other not 
objectionable. The division of the question was 
not made in consequence of the objection of the | 
gentleman from New York; and I voted against | 
the whole. [now desire that the gentleman from | 
Maryland will allow the question to be divided, 
so that a separate vote may be had upon the last | 
section of the bill. 

Suppose, sir, the bill should pass, and a revo- | 
lutionary soldier from my district, ignorant of |) 
the law, writes me a letter giving reasons why a | 
bill pending before Congress ought to pass, with- 
out disclosing the fact that he is interested in the | 
bill, would not he subject himself to the penal- | 
ties of this bill? Or, to state the question more 
directly, Suppose a man gets an attorney in my 
district, or in the district of the gentleman from 
Maryland, [{Mr. Davis,] to send a petition, stating | 
reasons why acertain bill before Congress ought 
to pass, and he incloses the petition in a letter to 
me, in which he neglects to state that he is per- 
sonally interested in the bill, would he not incur 
the penalties of this bill? Sir, does the right of 
petition extend to public matters alone? Does it 
not also extend to private grievances? Has not | 
a man the right to petition for the redress of his | 
private grievances, as well as for the redress of 
public grievances? And because he does so peti- 
tion, and does not happen to disclose the fact of || 
his personal interest, is he to be stricken down 
by this bill? I submit that the provisions of this 
second section strike down the rights of the cit- 
izen. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. All the law re- || 
quires is that the party shall know the law of the 
Jand—and it is the common law presumption that | 
every man knows the law of the land—and obe 
it, and that if he does not he shall be punished. 
With reference to the other point as to the Con- 
stitution, that unquestionably secures the right of 
petition. The sending of a petition is an absolute 
paramount right whith everybody has. That has 
no sort of relation to this bill. I call for the ques- 
tion on the motion to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I wish to make an inquiry. 
Do I understand the gentlemen who were mem- 
bers of the select committee, and who advocate 
this bill, to say that if a constituent write to a 
member asking his favorable consideration of any 
measure pending before Congress, any public or 
private measure, without disclosing more, he is 
subject to the pains and penalties of this bill? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. If he have a per- 
sonal pecuniary interest in the measure, as, for 
instance, granting him land or money, and he do 
not disclose it, he is guilty of a fraud, and the law 
punishes him. If he have no personal interest in 
the measure, the law has no application to him. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If the motion to 
reconsider be agreed to, then it will be in order 
to move to commit the bill to the Committee on 
the Judiciary ? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. How can it go | 
there when it has been ordered to be engrossed ? 

The SPEAKER. When it is referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary what has passed in 
the House is of notavasl, and it becomes a new 
question. It is the practice of this House, and, 


4s the Chair believes, of every other deliberative 
assembly. 


Mr. FLORENCE demanded the yeas and nays 
on the motion to lay upon the table. 
he yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 57, nays 128: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Hendley S. Bennett, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Chiogman, Williamson R. WaCobb, Cox, Crawford, Heary 
Winter Davis, Day, Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, Emrie, 
Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
Sampson W. Harris, Houston, Jewett, W. Jones, 
Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Maxwell, McQueen, Killian 
liller, Smith Mi et, Morrison, Orr, Packer, Paine, Peck, 


Reade, Ready, Ri Seward, Samuel A. Smith 
William R. Smith, Spinner, Talbott, Taylor, Valk, Wade, 














TH 


Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Williams, Wood, and Zolli- 
coffer—57. | 
NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, Henry || 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bocock, 
Bowie, Boyce, Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, Buffinton, | 
Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Caskie, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Craige, Damrel!, David- | 
son, Jacob C. Davis, Timothy Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, | 
Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Durfee, Edie, English, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Evans, Flagler, Heary M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. | 
Fuller, Galloway, Garnett, Goode, Granger, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, 
Hodges, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor- 
ton, Howard, Hughstop, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, King, 


| Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Lindley, 


Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 3. Marshall, McCarty, 
McMullin, Millson, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pen- 
nington, Pettit, Pike, Powell, Pringle, Quitman, Ricaud, 
Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Savage, 
Sherman, Shorter, Simmons, Stanton, Stewart, Swope, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Under- | 
wood, Vail, Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, Cadwalader C. | 
Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Watson, Wells, Whit- |! 
ney, Winslow, Woodruff, and Woodworth—128. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Pending the above call, 

Mr. ALKER stated that if he had been 
present when his name was called, he would have 
voted in the negative. 

Mr. ORR called for the previous question on 
the motion to reconsider. 

The previous gyestion was seconded. | 

Mr. JONES, of*Tennessee. I move to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. he motion is not now in 
order; but will be in order after the main ques- | 
tion has been ordered. 

The main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. READY. I move that the bill be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the Judicary. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the | 
bill be laid upon the table. 


The question was taken; and the motion was || 


agreed to. 
LEAVE TO PRINT A SPEECH. 


Mr. WELCH. [ask the unanimous consent | 
of the House for leave to publish some remarks | 
on the report of the select committee on my case, 
which, from the lateness of the hour last evening | 
when I obtained the floor, I was unable to de- 
liver. 

There was no objection. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that they had examined and 
found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act to establish Augusta, in the State of 
Georgia, a port of delivery; 

An act making appropriations for the comple- 
tion of military roads in Oregon Territory; 

An act for the relief of Whitemarsh B. Sea- 
brook and others; 

An act to amend the twenty-eighth section of 
the act of Congress, approved the 30th of August, 
1842, entitled ‘‘An act to provide revenue from 
imports, and. to change and modify the existing 
laws imposing duties on imports, and for other 
purposes,’’ prohibiting the importation of obscene 
and indecent articles, so as more effectually to ac- 
complish the purposes for which that provision | 
was enacted; and 

An act for the relief of John Shaw, a soldier in | 
the war of 1812. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILLS. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Wasu- 
BURNE] to suspend the rules of the House, in | 
order that he may introduce the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill of the House (No. 295) to continue the improve- 
ment of the Cape Fear river, North Carolina, and that the 
House proceed to its consideration, and that when so under 
consideration it shall be in order to submit an amendment 
thereto, embracing similar provisions for various other 
rivers and harbors. 


Mr. McMULLIN demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The eas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, moved that there be 
a call of the House. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 124, nays 54; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Akers, Albright, Ball, Barboug Henry 
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Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bowie, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaffee, 
Ezra Clark, Cla®&on, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cox, Ura- 
gin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, 


| Denver, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, 
| Edie, Emrie, Enghsh, Etheridge, Eustis, Flagler, Henry M. 


Fuller, Granger, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harian, 
J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hodges, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelly, 
Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Lindley, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Mearty, 


; Killian Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 


Murray, Nichols, Norton, Paine, Parker, Pelton, Penning 
ton, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, 
Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, 
Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Stranatian, Swope, 
Tappan, Thorington, Trafton, Tyson, Underwood, Valk, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Eilihu B. Washburne, Israe) Washburn, Wat- 
son, Welch, Wells, Williams, Winslow, Woodruif, and 
W oodworth—124, . < 
NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Hendley 8S. 


| Rennett, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, 


Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Craw - 
ford, Davidson, Day, Dowdell, Edmundson, Etliott, Evans, 
Faulkner, Foster, Goode, Greenwood, Sampsoh W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, 


| McMullin, Smith Miller, Millson, Andrew Oliver, Orr, 


Packer, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Savage, Shorter, Samuel 
A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Taylor, Vail, 
Warner, Wheeler, Wood, and John V. Wright—54. 

So the rules were suspended, (two thirds voting 
in favor thereof.) 

Mr. FLORENCE, (after the result was an- 
nounced.) I desire to vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I hope no one will object 
to my name being placed upon the record. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is not recorded as voting. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Will the gentleman from 
New York withdraw his objection? 

Mr. MORGAN. I supposed the gentleman 
wanted to change his vote, so as to move to re- 
| consider. 
| Mr. FLORENCE. Notatall. I want to be 
| upon the record. | 
No objection being made, __ 
| Mr, FLORENCE recorded his vote in the neg- 
ative. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I call the 
rays question upon the passage of the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for the yeas 
and nays upon the resolution. 
| Mr. DUNN. ILask the gentleman to modify 
| his resolution in order to avoid difficulty, and 
make it read ** amendment,’’ instead of ** amend- 
ments.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has been 
| received under a suspension of the rules, and it 
| cannot be modified except by the House. 

Mr. DUNN. I move that amendment, then. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
calls the previous question. 

Mr. DUNN. I suppose it is not competent to 
call the previous question while I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
called the previous question before the gentleman 
from Indiana rose. 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to inquire of the 
Chair, whether these bills will be subject to amend- 
ment, under a suspension of the rules, if they 
come before the House? 

The SPEAKER, The bills will be subject to 
; amendment under the rules of the House. 
| The yeas and nays were then ordered. 
| The previous question was seconded; and the 
| main question ordered to be put. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
107, nays 65; as follows: 


| YEAS— Messrs. Akers, Albright, Allen, Allison, Ball, 
| Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst. Bingham, 
| Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Bur 

lingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, 











|| Ezra Clark, Clawson. Colfax, ee Covode, Cullen, 
ve 


| Cumback, Damreil, Timothy Davis, Dean, Denver, De 
| Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Eustis, 
Fiagler, Florence, Galloway, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. 
Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hodges, Hollo 
way, Thomas K. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, 
| Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knox, 
Mace, McCarty, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
| Norton. Paine, Parker, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, 
| Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, 
Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, Seward, Sherman, Stanton, Stran 
ahan, Tappan, Thorington,Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwaiader C. 
Washburne, Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel) Washburn, Wat- 
ke: Wells, Williams, Winslow, Woodruff, and Wood 





worth—107. 


NAYS—Mesars. Allen, Barclay, Hendley 8. Bennett, — 


Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Car- 
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Crawtord. Day, Dowdell, Edmundson, Etiott, English, 
Evans, Fauikuer, Poster, Thomas J. Dy Futier, Garnett, 
Goode, Aucustus Hall, Sampson W. Arnis, Thomas L. 
Harris, Hoflinan, Houston, Jewen, George W. Jones, 
Keitt, Knowlton, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 
8S. Marstiall, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milison, 
Andrew Oliver, Orr, Packer, Perry, Pike, Powell, Quit 
man, Ready, Ricaud, Ruffin, Savage, Shorter, William R. 
Smith, Spinner, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Walker, 


Warner, Wheeler, Wood, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. | 


Wright—65. 
Pending the call, 


Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee, stated that had 
he been within the bar when his name was called, 
he should have voted against the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The “nays”? have it; it 
requiring two thirds to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, ® Illinois. I rise to a | 


If the S 


question of order. aker will read the 


resolution, he will pérceive that it embraces the 
whole subject; that the Committee of the Whole | 
be discharged from the further consideration of | 


those bills, and that they be considered at this 
time. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 


and upon the question of agreeing to the resolu- 


tion the House has not voted therefor by a two- | 


third vote, and it requires a two-third vote to take 
a bill from the Committee of the Whole out of its 
order, and consider it in the House, when it makes 
an appropriation, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The House 
did not understand the Speaker to put the ques- 
tion in that way. The form of the question put 
was, whether the resolution be passed or not? 

The SPEAKER. The terms of the resolution 
must govern the House and the Chair, The terms 
are that the Committee of the Whole be discharged 


from the consideration of a bill out of its order, | 


that it may be consideted in the House. Every 
member understands that that requires a two- 
third vote, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Mlinois, 
that the resolution be again read? 
Mr. LETCHER. 1 object. 

ought to know what is in his own fesolution, 
fr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move to 
reconsider the vote, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not vote 
with the prevailing side. < 
is raised, it is the right of the gentleman to have 
the resolution read. 

The resolution was read. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution, in its terms, 
discharges the Committee of the Whole from the 


May I ask 


consideration of a bill not reached in its regular | 


order, and provides for its consideration in the 
House. That certainly requires a two-third vote. 
Mr. STANTON. 
the first vote upon the resolution? 
The SPEAKER. 
resolution. 
Mr. STANTON. The proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois is in the form of a motion. 
‘he gentleman from Mlinois makes what is prac- 
tically a written motion, that the rules be sus- 
pended to enable him to accomplish this result. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, with | 


the leave of the gentleman from Ohio, that the 


rules have been suspended that a motion be re- | 


ceived for consideration; and ning received for 
consideration, it would ordinarily be passed by 
& Majority vote; but the resolution in its terms 


rovides for discharging the Committee of the | 
hole from the bill, and considering it in the | 
House, when the rules require that it shal be | 


The gentleman | 


As a question of order | 


Vas not; in point of fact, | 


It was only on receiving the | 





Sennen 
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considered in its order in the Committee of the | 


Whole, as it makes an appropriation. The 
Chair, therefore, rutes that to telke it out of its 


two-third vote. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I under- 
stand, then, that the resolution is before the 

ouse,. , 

The SPEAKER. The House has disagreed 
to the resolution, according to the understanding 
of the Chair. 


| 
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i ecn\«,|,-- - 
Me, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, | 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
did not vote on the prevailing side, and, under 
the rule of the House, is not privileged to make 
the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. As the friends of the 
measure did not seem to be aware of the effect of 


the vote, I think it but fair to give them a chance. | 


I therefore move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. LETCHER: On what side did the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Know .ron] vote? 

The SPEAKER. In the negative. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. McMULLIN called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

ane question recurred on the motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the yeas 
and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I rise toa ques- 
tion of order. I wish to ask the Chair whether, 


| AS it requires a two-third vote to pass the resolu- | 


| tion, less than two thirds can reconsider the vege? | 
will perceive that the House has suspended its || 


The SPEAKER. A majority can reconsider | 
rules, so that the resolution shall be considered; | 


the vote; and the question will then recur on 
agreeing to the resolution. 
The question was taken; ang it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 106, nays 57; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs, Akers, Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 


| Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
| Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, Bufliuton, Burlingame, James 


H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cum- 
back, Damrell,'T imothy Davis, Dean, Denver, Dick, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Etheridge, Eustis, Flagler, 
Florence, Galloway, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison 
Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hodges, Holloway, Val- 
entine B. Horton, Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Mace, McCarty, Killian 
Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norion, 
Paine, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Porter, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ricaud, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Scott, Seward, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Stran- 
ahan, Tappan Thorington, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, 
Wakeman, W albridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Ex.ibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Wells, Winslow, Woodruff, and Woodworth—108. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Hendley 8. Ben- 
nett, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Caskie, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Day, Dow- 
dell, Elliott, English Faulkner, Foster, Goode, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Humphrey 
Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Milison, Orr, Packer, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Ruf. 
fin, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
William R. Smith, Spinner, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, 
Thurston, Vail, Warner, Wood, Daniel B. Wright, and 
John V. Wright—57. 


So the vote was reconsidered. 

Mr. LETCHER. Does it not require the 
Same vote to reconsider as it requires to pass the 
proposition in its original shape ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider 
may be carried by a majority of the House, but 
on the question immediately recurring, a two- 
third vote will be hecessary, 80 as to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union from the consideration of an appropriation 
bill, and to allow amendments of the same char- 
acter to beacted on in the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If this resolution 
be now adopted by a two-third vote, it suspends 
that rule also which requires appropriations to be 
first considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr.LETCHER. [call forthe yeas and nays 
on the resolution. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MeMULLI . Isitin order now to move 
a call of the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire the 
Chair to state the question, so that it may be un- 


rates | derstood whether or not it requires a two-third 
order, and consider it in the House, requires a | 


vote ? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution requires the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
to be discharged from the consideration of an a 
propriation bill, and that it may be considered in 
the Heunes also, that amendments making appro- 
priations, which, under the rules of the House, 
would be required to be considered in the Com. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Then I mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
move to reconsider that vote. | may be considered in the House, and not referred 

Mr. LETCHER. And I raise the uestion, || to the committee. 
that the gentleman did not vote with @ party | Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. In other words, 
right to make that motion. Gis the effpet of the resolution is to discharge the 


_————— 


I move to lay the | 
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| from all the river and harbor appropriation bij 
and to bring them and put them into one bill, 
Mr. MeMULLIN. Soiieal the Speaker when 
| I was last up, whether or not it was in order to 
move a call of the House ? 
The SPEAKER. It is in order. 
|| Mr. McMULLIN. [ submit that motion now, 
The House is very thin, and we ought to have g 
full House. 
|| Mr. McQUEEN called for the yeas and nays, 
and for tellers on the yeas and nays. 
The tellers were not ordered; and the yeas and 
, nays were not ordered. 
he motion for a call of the House was not 
|| agreed to. 4 
| The question recurred on the adoption of the 
| resolution. 
| The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 113, nays 60; as follows: 


|  YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
| Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark. 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cum: 
| back, Damreil, Henry Winter Davis, Dean Denver, De 
Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, English, 
| Etheridge, Eustis, Flagier, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Gaj. 
loway, Granger, Robert B. Hall Harlan, J. Morrison Har. 
|| ris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hodges, Holloway, Valen. 
| tine B. Horton, Hughston, Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, Knapp, 
| Knight, Knowiton, Knox, Kunkel, McCarty, Killian Mil. 
| ler, Millward, Maore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nor- 
| ton, Paine, Parker, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, 
Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Ricaud, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
| Sage, Sapp, Scott, Seward, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, 
| Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, 
| Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron Cadwalader (, 
| Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wat- 
| Son, Welch, Wells, Williams, Winslow, Woodruff, ang 
| Woodworth—113. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Hendley 8. Ben. 
| nett, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, John 
| P. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, 
| Crawford, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, Evans, Faulk. 
| ner, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Augustus Hall, 
| Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hoffman, Houston, 
| Jewett, George W. Jones, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 
Mullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, An- 
| drew Oliver, Orr, Packer, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Ruffin, 
| Savage, Shorter, Williain Smith, William R. Smith, Stew. 
| art, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Wood, Daniel B, 
Wright, and John V. Wright—60. 


| So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
| resolution was not agreed to, 

Pending the vote, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, stated that Mr. 
Davis, of Massachusetts, had desired him to say, 
that on account of illness he had to leave the 
House, and had paired off with Mr. Sura, of 

Tennessee. 


is, 











ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


| The SPEAKER announced that reports — 
vate bills from standing committees were ino er, 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will it not be in 
| order to take up the bills on the S 
reported by the Committee of the 


aker’s table 
hole House? 
he SPEAKER. By unanimous consent only. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not know 
wont the-bills are. I am not interested in any of 
| them, 
The SPEAKER. After the House shall have 
| consumed one hour in the consideration of the 
business which belongs to the morning hour, it 
| will be.competent to go to the Speaker’s table for 
| private bills, _ 
| 


CAPE FEAR RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. WINSLOW. I hope the House will not 
think me pertinacious when 4 move that the rales 
be suspended in order to take up Senate bill (No. 

| 227) making appropriatigns@r the continuation 
of the improvements of Cape Fear river. The 
bill that has just been under consideration was 4 
| House billa propriating $600,000. The bill which 
passed the fenate appropriates only $160,000. It 
1s a matter of vital consequence to my people, and 
hope the rules will be suspended. , 
ae. STANTON, (interrupting.) Is debate in 
order? ‘ 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. KNOWLTON. I insist on the regular 
order of business. 
The SPEAKER. T'at is the regular order of 
siness, 
Mr. BARBOUR. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the case of Judge Watrous. 
The SPEAKER. Itis competent for the House 
to suspend the rules on this day. 
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Mr. WINSLOW called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Ke.iy and 
Barsour were appointed. 

Mr. RUFFIN called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
74, nays 85; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Ball, Henry Bennett, Benson, 


Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bowie, Branch, Lewis D. Camp- 


.)}, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Comins, Crawford, Cullen, Henry 
= a Davis, Dean, Denver, De Witt, D f 
Dowdell, Durfee, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Florence, 


arris, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, 
ie Howard, Kelly, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Humphrey Marshall, Maxwell, Smith Miller, 
ray, Nichols, Packer, Paine, Parker, Peck, Pelton Pettit, 
Purviance, Ricaud, Robbins, Ruffin, Sabin, Sapp, Stewart, 
Stranahan, Thorington, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Cadwala- 
der C. Washburne, Elligu. B. Washburne, Watson, Welch, 
Williams, Winslow, ruff, and Woodworth—74. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Barbour, Barclay, 
Hendley 8. Bennett, Bingham, Bocock, en Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffinton, Burlin e, Burnett, Cadwalader, 
James Hi: Campbell, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Covode, Cox, Cumback, 
Damrell, Day, Dodd, Dunn, Edmundson, Biliott, English, 
Faulkner, Poster, Goode, Granger, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Thomas L. Harris, Hodges, Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, 
Houston, Hughston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Knowlton, 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 8S. 
Marshall, MeCarty, McMullin, Millson, Millward, Moore, 
Morrison, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Perry, Powell, 
Quitman, Ready, Roberts, Savage, Scott, Shorter, Sim- 
mons, William Smith, William R. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, 
Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, Vail, Waldron, 
Warner, Israel Washburn, Wood, Daniel B. Wright, and 
John V. Wright—85. 3 


So the rules were not suspended. 
LEAVE TO PRINT A SPEECH. 


Mr. TYSON. Lhave been endeavoring for the 
last three or four weeks to obtain the floor for the 
urpose of submitting some remarks to the House, 
patie has been utterly impossible; and I now ask 
the permission of the House to print those re- 
wa [Cries of ‘Agreed !”’} 


WILLIAM CUMMINS AND THOMAS M. NOR- 


GRANE. 

Mr. TYSON. I ask the consent of the House 
to report, from the Committee on Commerce, a bill 
for the relief of William Cummins and Thomas 
M. Norgrane, of the city of Philadelphia, State of 
Pennsylvania. I will state that it is simply a bill 
to grant a register to a vessel. 

No objection was made; and the bill was re- 
pone , received its several readings, and was 

assed. 

. Mr. LETCHER moved to amend the title, so 
as to read ‘* A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to issue a register tothe bark Ann 
Elizabeth.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FLORENCE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 


DONN PIATT. 


Mr. STANTON. Ihave a small request to 
make of the House. There is a Senate bill lying 
on the Speaker’s table, making a small appropri- 
ation. bill has been reported from a commit- 
tee of this House, in the same case, granting 
some three timesas much. I ask that the Senate 
bill may be taken up, and put on its passage. It 
is simply to grant the difference between the 
salary of a secretary of legation and a chargé 
d'affaires for a very short time. 

_Mr. LETCHER. Is that the bill for the re- 
lief of Donn Piatt? 

Mr. STANTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. LETCHER. I call forthe yeas and nays 
upon the motion, and tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

ellers were not ordered; and the yeas and 
n&ys were not ordered. 

ir. LETCHER demanded tellers upon the 
motion to suspend the rules. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Muttwaap, 
and Smita of Virginia, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 90, noes 40. 


So therules were suspended, (two thirds havin 
Voted therefor.) . 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (at a quarter past 
four o’clock,) moved that We 'Meacateat 
The motion was not agreed to. 


ak, Dickson, | the 3d to the llth. of September, 1855, together || table. 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison | 


orrill, Mur- | 


'| The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of 
|| the Treasury to pay: out of any moneys in the 
‘| Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Donn | 

Piatt, late acting chargé d'affaires of the United | 





amount of the difference between the salar 
ceived by him*as secretary of legation at 
fo that of chargé d’affaires, for the term of | 


re- | 


|| fourteen days, in October, 1854, and from De- | 
cember 26, 1854, until May 1, 1855, and also from 


with the usual outfit of a chargé d’affaires. 
|| It appears, from the report, that Mr. Piatt was | 
|| appointed, and entered upon the discharge of the 
| duties of secretary of the legation at Paris, on the | 


October, 1854, Mr. Mason, our Minister at Paris, 
was absent from his post for fourteen days at the 
conference at Ostend, under orders from his Gov- | 
ernment, and that he constituted Mr. Piatt chargé 
d’affaires during his absence. That Mr. Mason 
was wholly incapacitated from discharging the 
functions of his office by severe illness, from the 
26th of December, 1854, to the Ist of May, 1855. 
That Mr. Mason was absent from Paris, traveling 


ber, 1855, during which Mr. Piatt had charge of 





the salary of secretary of legation. 
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An act repealing so much of the act of 1842 as 


oe the payment of extra compensation to 


' 
| 


aris || 


| 
| 





the affairs of the mission, making one hundred || 
and forty-seven days that he discharged the duties || 
of chargé d’affaires, for which he has only received || 


Mr. STANTON. This bill does not, like the || of the House. 





House bill, provide for an outfit, but merely for | 
the difference of pay. 
Mr. LETCHER. That will come next year. 
Mr. STANTON. I call for the previous ques- 
tion. 


eee 


—— the report just read as a preamble to the 
ill? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order to amend 
the bill, if the call for the previous question is 
not sustained. 

Mr. FLAGLER demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Goopg and 
Moore were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 90, noes 28. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was ordered to be put; and 
under the operation thereof, the bill was ordered 
to be read a third time, and was accordingly read 
the third time. 

Mr. STANTON called the previous question 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will it be in order }| 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas | 


and nays upon the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 102, nays 49; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Ball, Barbour, Benson, 
Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bowie, Buffinton, 
Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Chaffee, Clawson, Clingman, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, English, Etheridge, Custis, 
Evans, Flagler, Galloway Harlan, . Morrison Harris, 
Harrison, Haven, Hodges, Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, 
Hughston, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowl- 
ton, Knox, Leiter, Lindiey, Humphrey Marshall, McCarty, 
Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Orr, Paine, Parker, 
Peiton, Pennington, Pettit, Porter, Pringle, Ricaud, Roberts, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Shorter, Simmons, William 
Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stranihan, Tappan, Thorington, 
Thurston, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman; Walbridge, 
Walker, Cadwalader C.Washburne, Ellihu B.Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Watson, Weich, Wells, Wood, Wood- 
ruff, and Woodworth—102. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barclay, Henry Bennett, Brenton, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, Carlile, Caruthers, Ezra Clark, William- 
son R. W. Cobb, Crawford, Day, Dean, Dowdell, Edmund- 
son, Elliott, Florence, Foster, Thomas J.D. Fuller, Garnett, 
Augustus Hail, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Kidwell, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Marshall, Matteson, Mc- 
Mullin, McQueen, Millson, Andrew Oliver, Packer, Peck, 
Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ruffin, Savage, Seward, 
Taylor, Underwood, Warner, Daniel B. Wright, and John 
V. Wright—49. 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. LETCHER. | ask for the reading of the 
title of the bill. ; 

The title wae read, as follows: 

An act for the relief of Donn Piatt. 

Mr LETCHER. I ae eee the title 
by striking out the whole of it, inserting in 
tiga thereof the following: 


ere et LC 
—<———— 


| 
| 








| 








| Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Cl 


overnment odicers. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the yeas 


States at Paris, the sum of $2,114, it being the || and nays upon the amendment. 


The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment to the title was not agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON moved that the vote by which 
the bill was passed be reconsidered; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
TARIFF BILL. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 


I ask the unan- 


5th of April, 1854. That during the month of | imous consent of the House to take from the 
|| Speaker’s table for consideration the bill of the 


House (No. 566) red@ting the duty on imports, 
and for other purposes, with the Senate amend- 
ment thereto. 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope we shall have a full 
House when that is taken up. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I propose that the House 


proceed to the business upon the Speaker's table ~ 
x || regularly. 
for his health, from the 3d to the I’lth of Septem- |) 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move to sus- 
pend the rules, to take up that bill. 

Mr. LETCHER (at four o’clock and forty-five 
minutes) moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. LETCHER. I move that there be a call 
I want a full House when that 
bill is considered. 

Mr. ORR. If the bill ix not acted upon to-day 
it will be defeated altogether. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call forthe yeas 
and nays upon the motion to suspend the olan. 

Mr. CARUTHERS. I would inquire of the 
Chair, if it is in order to move to take a recess 
until seven o'clock? 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

The question was taken on Mr. Letcner's 
motion, that there be a call of the House, and it 
was not agreed to. ° 

Mr. CARUTHERS. I would inquire of the 
Chair whether it is now in order to move that the 
House take a recess until seven o’clock? 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be done, there 
being objection. 

Mr. CARUTHERS. Who objects? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do. 

a CARUTHERS. I move to suspend the 
rules, 

The SPEAKER. That motion will be in order 
if the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Campse.y] with- 
draws his motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I do not with- 
draw my motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered upon Mr. 
CaMPBELL’s motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the bil! (H. 
R. No. 566) reducing the duties on imports, and 
for other purposes, was taken from the Speaker's 
table, and the amendment of the Senate thereto 
was read. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved the pre- 
vious question on the amendment. 

Mr. TOUD. I move to lay the bill on the table, 
and on that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ELLIOTT moved a call of the House. 

Mr. McMULLIN ealled for tellers on that 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Exuiorr and 
GRANGER were appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported— 
ayes twenty-five, noes not counted. 

So a call of the House was refused. 

The question was taken on the motion to lay 
the bill on the table; and it was decided in the 
negative—yeas 32, nays 136; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Allison, Barbour, Barclay, Bingham, 
Bliss Broom, Colfax, Covode, Cumback, Dick, Dodd, Har- 
lan, Holloway, Hughston, Knight, Kunkel, Lindley, Me- 
Carty, Killian Miller, Morgan, Packer, Petit, Purviance, 
Roberts, Sapp, Stanton, odd, Tyson, Wade, Walbridge, 
Waldron, and Watson—32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Ball, Hendley 8. Ben- 
netty Benson, Bishop, Boeock, Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, 


Buffinton, Burlingame, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Chaffee, 


n, Wiltiam- 
son R. W. Cobb, Comi rawford, Dam- 
Denver, Be 


rell, Davidson, iHeory Winter Bente, than, 


aes vice ty 


ae 
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2 ag ar ee es ——— 
ae | Witt, Dickson, Dowdell, Dette Riamigen, Sion, Eng- || days, and we might as well ask for a conference |; ‘Tellers were not ordered. * 
Zs. mt Etheridge, F ‘ustis, Evans, Faulkner, Flagler, Florence, |) now as at any other time. The rules were not suspended—two thirds _ 
.’ oster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Garnett, || ; bor : ; not 
4 Goode, Granger, Greenwood, Augustd®@ Hall, Robert B. || | Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Then I move || voting therefor. , 
: Hail, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. || that a committee of conference be asked of the ] Mr. McQUEEN (at six o’clock) moved tha, 
& etre, Hemwen, Sera Sai eeneans B. Feoeion, Senate on the amendment to this bill to which the || the House adjourn. = 
Kidwell, Knapp, Knowyen, Knox Leiter, Letcher, Mace, House disagrees. , . i] Mr. BARCLAY demanded tellers. T 
; Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall; MeMullin, Mc Mr. STANTON. Is that motion in order be- || Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. McQuvepy = 
7 Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, Moore, Morrill, | fore the Senate insist ? 1 and Sapp were appointed. A 
=: Blow, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver Orr, Paine, Parke | The SPEAKER. It is not according to the || The House divided; and the tellers reported— a 
| Pringle, Puryear, edenen, Uionst, Robbins, Ruffin, Sabir’ usual course of proceeding. 7 || ayes 75, noes 83. J N 
j Sece, Gavase, Seott, Seward, Shorter, Simmons, William Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is not custom-|} So the House refused to adjourn. and 
fi ; Smith, Spinner, Stewart, Stranahan, Tappan, Taylor, |) ary, but it is in order. | Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire T 
Z ee ee eel? Waehbarne. Blihe BWactburne, | Lhe SPEAKER. The appointment of acom- || if the report of the COmmittee on the Judiciary d 
a. Israel Washburn, Welch, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Wil. |, Mittee of conference is in the nature of a privi- | for the impeachment of Judge Watrous was not T 
-. liams, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, Daniel B. | leged matter, and may be asked now, though it is || postponed until enn? and 
i Wright, and Jobn V. Wright—136. not usual at this stage. | The SPEAKER. It was. 7 
ia So the House refused go lay the bill on the |, Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is very late in Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Well, sir, I vive aye 
-_ table. | the session now, and it is very evident that it will | notice that as soon as the amendments to this Pog s 
on | Pending the vote, | have to come to that before anything can be done. || Office appropriation bill are disposed of, I shal! acct 
- o Mr. TALBOTT stated that if he had been| TheSPEAKER. The House non-concurs with || require that that case be taken up. adjc 
a present when his name was called, he would have || the Senate in its amendment, and may ask a con- 
z voted ** no.” _ ference now; or the House may send a message || POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILE—AGAIn, 
/ The previous question was seconded; and the | to the Senate announcing the disagreement, and | The House then resumed the consideration of 
} main question ordered. | then there may be a motion to insist on the dis- || the amendments of the Senate to the Post Office 
.. Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to recon- || agreement, and ask fora conference. Itis imma- || appropriation bill. T 
ei sider the vote ordering the main question, and | terial. ; | First and second amendment of the Senate: by | 
a also moved to lay the motion to reconsideronthe | Mr. STANTON. It seems to me that acon-'| In section three, after the word “ that,” insert the words T 
= table; which latter motion was agreed to. | ference cannot be asked until one branch has de- || “if the revenues of the Post Office Department shall be 1 
o The question recurred on the Senate amend- || cided to insist. % : at J ee ae eae ater ee ak 
a ment. | Mr.CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I waive the point || thereof as may be necessary,” so that the section will read: N 
se Mr. LETCHER called for the yeas and nays. || of courtesy, and move that the House ask a con- Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That if the revenues 
. The yeas and nays were ordered. ference of the Senate on the amendment on which || of,the Post Office Department shall be insufficient to meet 
i Mr. STANTON. I ask for a division of the the two Houses disagree. Se nae . Lor wcl gy wage a at A 
a amendment. The motion was agreed to; and Messrs. Camp- || is hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of any mouey in the Asp 
; The SPEAKER. It is a distinct amendment, || Bett, of Ohio, Lercuer, and De Wirt, were || Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to supply deficiencies Hor 
te and is not divisible. | appointed such committee of conference on the | in the revenue of the Post Office Department for the year low! 
a Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The question is || part of the House. ending the 30th of June, 1858. A 
ae on concurring in the Senate amendment. Those || | Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The Committee ditic 
s. in favor of the bill will of course vote “no.” | POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. of Ways and Means recommend a concurrence A 
, The question was taken, and it was decidedin | Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Inowask to take || in the firstand second amendments of the Senate. tion 
At the negauve—yeas 63, nays 105; as follows: | up House bill (No. 636) making appropriations | The question was taken; and the amendments and 
¢ YEAS —Mesers. Aiken, Hendley 8. Bennett, Bocock, || for the service of the Post Office Department for || were severall concurred in. A 
Burnett, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Clingman, || the fiscal year ending June 30, 1858, with the | Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The Committee ofa 
| seh Phanunion Eilon eakehs trace Pag. | amendments of the Seuate. ‘The Committee of | of Ways and Means recommend a non-concu JMB A 
ner, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, "Garnett, Goode, Green- Ways and Means has reported in favor of con- | rence in the soqeeians Senate amendments, on men 
wood, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Houston, | curring in two of these amendments, and non-con- || the ground that they are independent legislation ficie 
George W. Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, curring in the rest. That bill will probably have attached toa general appropriation bill. endi 
s Ee ee eeerenall, MeMrutin, McQueen, pith |’ to go to a committee of conference. | Seventh amendment of the Senate: desi 
i Quitman, Ruffin, Seward, Shorter, William Smith, Spin- | Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for the read- Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the eighth section A 
ee ner, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Walker, Warner, || ing of the amendments. || of the act of 18th August, 1856, entitled ‘ An act making men 
ee Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. ||” i || appropriations for the service of the Post Office Depart- A 
"e = John co ee ie Reeiticeaits | CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. | SS actin adhe bee eae end 
: S—Messrs. Alb , Allison, Ball, B: , Barclay, 2 > . s e _ ? ay tow 
; Benson, Bingham, Bishop, baaaeeene, Beensent Saaen Mr. WH EELER. I find, on looking at the i said Giddings the sum of $33,500 per annum, in lieu of the A 
oe Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Journal of yesterday, that my name Is not re- | contract on mail route No. 12900, as directed by said sec- the 
/ | Campbell, Caruthers, Chaflee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, | corded upon the resolution of the gentleman from || tion, deducting payments heretofore made. yea: 
2) Sear Wi ames Gove pcragin, Gambark Dam’) Pennsylvania, (Mr. Purviance.] Iwas in my | Mr. LETCHER. The Committee of Ways A 
if Dodd, Durfee, Etheridge, Eustis, Flagler, Florence, Henry || 8€4¢ and voted. I ask the consent of the House ‘| and Means recommend a non-concurrence in that ont 
"| M. Fuller, Galloway, Granger, Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison | to have my name recorded in the negative on that || amendment. first 
‘if Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hodges, Hoffinan, Holloway, resolution. Mr. WALKER. I hope the House will con- ence 
Kennett, Kite: Knap, Knlaite Knowiton, Knox, Kunkcr, | - No objection was made; and the correction was | cur in it. It isa justamendment, and oushio [A 
HY ouetesy go oe — Miller, Millward, | ordered to be made. | be concurred in. join 
: oore, Morgau, Morrill, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, irginia. i ake 0 
‘y Packer, Parker, Pennington, Parry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, WILLIAM AUSTIN, } ian ee = Bd pela Smad pasts nm 
BS. ’ “e . 0 érts, Sat Sage, 5S . * . ss } . . . 
P Seott, simmons, stanton, stranahan, Tappan, Thorne, |, Mr. SAPP. rise to a question of privilege, || authorized to make the allowance in this and two = 
; Todd, Tratton, Tyson, Underwood, Wade, Wakeman, or, perhaps, a question of order. Some days ago, | other cases. He has allowed the claims in the 
i . eae em, at agg W meee — House bill No. 357 was partly discussed, and |, other two cases, and refused to do it in this. The N 
; pes Wise Wosdety asl Wacdwenttios ct MYM" | the evidence partly read. It is due to all partie | object of the Senate amendment is to deciaws’ HME wi 
i) ce ; : | that all the sworn evidence shall be printed. I |) construction which will control the Department. ‘T 
Fi So the amendment of the Senate was non-con- || ask that it may be printed. | I hope the amendment will be concurred in. : N 
{ curred in, | Mr. LETCHER, Which case isthat? ~ || Mr. LETCHER. I hope the House will not hes 
Pending the vote, | Mr. SAPP. It is the case of William Austin. | concur in the amendment. It is a private claim, dias 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois, stated that Mr. || It is all right. [Laughter.] | and the Committee of Ways and Means are asked ni 
Moraison was obliged to leave the House, and || The order to print was made. _ | to ingraft such legislation upon the general ap- man 
: had paired off with Mr. Perron. | .Mr. STANTON, (at ten minutes to six propriation bills, when the rule of the House the 
: Mr. HARRISON stated that Mr. A. K. Mar- || 0’clock.) ‘The House certainly ought to adjourn || expressly prohibits any such thing. I hope the i 
‘| SHALL was detained from the House by indispo- || or take a recess, — 1 propose that the House shall || House mill wat concur in the amendment. T 
" sition. _ take a recess until eight o’clock. ‘| Mr.PURVIANCE., Lunderstand that it is cou 
u Mr. READY stated thatif he had been present | Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. '| enforce an act of the last session, and therefore gen 
i when his name was called, he would have voted | Mr.STANTON. I move, then, that the House | is in pursuance of law. ord: 
a Pee” adjourn. | The question was taken; and the amendment oie 
i”: _Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved to recon- | Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I appeal to my } was non-concurred in. not 
-. sider the vote by which the House refused to | colleague to withdraw that motion, and to allow || The remaining amendments of the Senate were I 
i concur in the amendment of the Senate, and also | us to dispose of these amendments, and then take |, severally non-concurred in. the 
a moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the | arecess. It is drawing towards the close of the Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved that the to i 
@ table; which latter motion was agreed to. | session, and we ought to receive messages from || votes by which the several amendments were 1 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. ould it be in | the Senate to-night. | move that the House take | respectively concurred in, and non-concurred 1”, bias 
order to ask the Senate for a committee of con- | a recess until half-past seven o’clock. | be reconsidered; and also.moved that the moto! 
ference on that bill? : _ || Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 1 to reconsider be laid on the table. A 
The SPEAKER. It will be in order. ] Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved to suspend || The latter motion was agreed to. a 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. It is not usual, || the rules. ; || Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I now move that efi 
I believe, at this stage of the matter, to ask fora | Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas || the House take a recess until eight o’clock. ame 
committee of conference. || and nays. Mr. JONES, of T: . 1 object. = 
uf Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. We have been The yeas and nays were not ordered. | Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohic, moved to suspend i 
doing rather extraordinary things for the last few Mr. BARCLAY demanded tellers. the rules. , 





